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ing an Anſwer to a Piece, bees 
Some friendly Remarks | on ſaid ky er mon. 


a LETTER to the — 
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By Jonn 8 M. A. . 


Author of chat Sermon. | 
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m. X. 3. Th being ignorant of COD hreouſneſs, — 5 
bout to eſtabliſs their e e a 
henſebves unto the Righteouſneſs of GOD. 

Tim. i. 8. Defiring to be Teachers of the * Wy — nei · 
her what they ſay, nor whereof they affirm. Fe 
i. 11. Wheſe Mouths muſt 6 . | 3 
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ing it; But, finding it filled witl 


TT E following Reply 170 Mr 
Bryant's Funny of R emarh, 
"alley have appeared in Prin 
much ſooner than it does, if I hadbee 
determined to have written any thin 
of this N. ature, upon my firſt recei 


R zilery e of R Irie for ſom 
time I did not know but it would b 
for the beſt, to let it paſsas unworth 
of} publick Nt otice: However ,at lengt! 
(with others) thinking it might be fo 
the Glory of God, to make ſome Reph 
20 it, I wrote what 7s here offered i 
publick View. Yet after it wa 
ritten, it lay by by me ſeveral Month 
before I was Fall determined to pub 
ih it to the World. This, I hope,ma) 
 beaſu _—_— Excuſe for 115 Tet 
70g ate. 

1 now ſubmit it, as it is, to th 
all-di iſpoſing Providence of God, an 
to the Reader's 0 5M 
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RE L 
To Mr. R TA NT. 
h ge dr d cv g dr rex ch Arb 


i 1280 on See, And cou'dn't but — 
ey you talked ſomething more orthodoxly 
Se (if the Word may be uſed with any Pro- 
pPiriety, in Relation to either of your Per- 
formances) as well as more craftily in this, than you did 
in your Sermon: which occaſioned me to think whether 
mine had not produc'd ſome good Effe, and brought you 
to a better Underſtanding. However, one Thing was 
clear to me, by your ly but harſh Reflections in it upon 
me, viz. that, you were very angry with me, for preach- 
ing and printing the Tub, in Oppoſition toyour Errors. 
But why did it put you into ſuch a Heat, Sir? Were 
you not angry wirbout 4 Cauſe? 22 
ou 
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You ſay (REM. pag. 27.) We are all agreed in the 
divine Right of private Judgment. i. e. We may all 
think for our ſelves : And pray, why not preach and print 
too as there may be Occaſion ? Has not one of the 
youngeſt Sons of John Calvin (as you call me) as good a 
Right, by the Preſs or Pulpit, to publiſh Truth to 
the World, as you, one of the young Seed of James 
Arminius, have to preach and print Errors? Errors (I ſay) 
condemn'd almoſt univerſally by Proteſtants, by the Synod 
of Dort, by the Churches of England, Scotland, and New. 
England, and by innumerable learned and godly Divines, 
from the Reformation down to this Day ; and as I a 
prehend, by the Scriptures themſelves, the Oracles of 
God. Let the World judge. 

I freely own, that when I ftudied my Sermon and 

reached it to my own People, I had no View to a further 
Publication of it: but only deſigned to guard them, whoſe 
Souls I deſite always to watch for, as One that muſt give 
an Account, againſt the Errors contained in your's (printed 
and diſperſed among us) which there, according to my 
Apprehenſion, appear very barefac'd, and without their 
uſual Maſque. But having preach'd it in Braintree at 
the Requeſt of ſome People there, a Copy for the Preſs 
was deſir'd by the Hearers; to whoſe Importunity, after 
much Reluctance, I at length yielded, l. 

And ſince you have been ſo free, in the Vindication of 
your Self and Error, as to take it under your Conſidera- 


tion, and make ſome friendly Remarks on it, as you ſtile 


what you have done; you will doubtleſs allow me to be 
ſo free, in the Vindication of my ſelf and the Truth, as 
to make as friendly a Reply to what you have written. 
However, tis but what you might reaſonably expect: 


For ab alio expectes alteri quod feceris. 


Order. | 3 N 5 | 
I. I will compare Notes, to ſee if in Fact it be as you 
ſay ; viz. that upon comparing Notes it would be 
% found, there is 10 Controverſy between us, only in 
opening the Text.“ ; | 


And what I have to ſay, I ſhall range in the following 
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2. Iwill ſay FRETS in Pas of my Arguments, 
and ſhew that they ſtand goed, notwithſtanding what you 
have ſaid to invalidate them. 

3. I will inquire whether you ſafficiently prove your / 
% to be a Calvinift, and me to be not Me opening | the 
Text. 
oF 1. I am to compare Notes, that we may ſee if your Ob- 
p ſervation be juſt, as to the Difference between us. 

You ſay (Rem. pag. 9.) © There is no Controverſy 
between us, only in opening the Text.” But if what you 
„ay be true, I have really a much meaner Eſteem of my 
„Sermon than ever; and can't in that Caſe but ſeriouſly 
viſn, it might be buried in per 23 Oblivion. How= 
ever,“ ſaying and proving di you obſerve. (REI. 

pag. 11.) And I confeſs, tis eaſier Saying, than Prov- 

d ing : Doubtleſs 5 0 thought ſo in the preſent Caſe : for 
vou roundly aſſert, that if Netes were compared, there 
would be found 0 Controverſy between us only in open- 
ing the Text; but don't ſo much as to prove 
your Aſſertion, by ſelefting Paſſages out of each _ 
mon, which ſtand in the moſt ſeeming Oppoſition, and 
reconciling of them : No, not. the leaſt, Appearance of 
this And you was very ſubtle in taking the Method 
you have done; tho” I fear, not very Bong: for tis 
beyond your Skill (Mr. Bryant) and the Skill of all your 
Counſellors and Aſfiſtants, to reconcile the two Sermons, | 
which go upon two Schemes ſo o . ane, and incotifiſtent. 
You can as eaſily unite the two oles, or reconcile * 
and Darkneſs. 

But tho? you did r not ſee it in n your Way, and for your 
Honour,to compare Notes, J ſee it is in mine, and think it 
n. but juſt in me to do this; ſince] vou have i in aiSort put 
me upon it, and eſpecially ſince this comparative View 
of Things may ſerve ye Wa TH to open the Eyes of 
thoſe who, are too apt to Things u Trust and 
to imagine there is really no Controverſy Between us, but 
about the Meaning of one ſingle Paſſage of Scripture, 
only becauſe you, with an Air of Aide tho' with - 
Out, a Shadow of Reaſon, * this is che Caſe. 


Now 
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OED . 2 
R Op " ——— — 
R es oe ge et PS 4 


ſomeof Mankind, conſtitute. | 


Hbimſel and ll bis Poſterity 


ſally guilty and polluted. | 
- (SER. pag. 1, 2.) | 


Wr 


Nh that we may * Is cleareſt View of the Dif- 
agreement and Oppoſition of the two Sermons, I will felect 


ſome Paſſages out of each, al 
2 te to one another. | 


My Ws -- 
That God did for the 


and the eternal Felicity of 


his ownSonHead &Repre- 
ſentativeof thisNumber,and | 
in the Fulneſs of Time ſent 

him in their Nature to die 
for hem; that they might 
he reſtored to the Image 

and Favour of God, enjoy 
him here, and for ever here- 


d ſet them in two Columns, 


" Your Notes . 


God's chooſing whole Nas 
tions to certain Privileges 


| they raſhly conclude. that, 
particular Perſons. are un- 
conditionally choſen to eter-, 
nal Life. (SER. pag. 7.) 
Someimagine,God has from 
Eternity, "and that nat only 
without any Reaſqn,., but 
in direct Oppofition tothe 


after. (SER. pag. 1,2.) 
1 of his meal 


n them. (Sxr-pag $8.) on 5: 
That Adam. by. his firſt: . 


Tranſ reſſion involv'd 


in univerſal Guilt & > 
And that al/ Mankind, as 
Deſcendants from him their 
federal Head, are univer- 


The moral Image of God 
is ntirely loft hs the Fall.. 


(SER. | Pag. 15) . 4 < 


am. 
ES 


very Nature and eſſential 
Se ee 4 Je Biß Love 
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EY whenMen havelaid 
before. them the Chara#tet 
of a very looſe and; : aban- 
-doned People, Who by theit 
' own long practiſed Wicked- 
neſs have rendered them- 
1 ſelves the Childrenof 1 rol 
and fitted themſelves | 
Deſtruction, they are well in, 
ed to vilify humane Nature 
itſelf with the fame vicious 
Charafter. (Sxk. ibid:) -* 


Grace, to viliy] humane Nat 


fore they will believe. (SER. 


— 


% this be Revelation and 


ure-:Men will be al be; 
PR #4: 3 


That when Men Er wt 


(andthoſe in this Life only); 
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every other Object. (Ser. pag. 16.) 

d- That ſuch a Friendſhip | That when Men medi- 

ny ſubſifts between God and | tate on the unchangeable 

40 nis People as can never be | Love God bears good Men, 

or broken --- And they have | they make this groundleſs 

NW the Word and Oath of | Inference, that they are un- 

nc God that they ſhall be kept, changeable alſo. (SER. ibid.) 

45 and at length actually put That 'tis a Doctrine na- 

into Poſſeſſion of heavenly | turally tending to Licenti- 

nd Glories. (SER.pag.28,29.) | ouſneſs, for any to fay, _.. 

2 That the wedding Gar- that the Believer is already +_ 
ment, of which you read in | in ſuch a State of Salvation, 


N Iv Notes. 


Good Works are not to be 
looked on, or conſidered as | 
the Cauſe of the  Juſtifica- ' 
tion andSalvation of Man; 
but only as the Fruits and 


Effects of Juſtiſication, and 


a Part of the Salvation pur- 


chaſed by Chriſt. | 
ThatMenarenot juſtify- 


ed and ſaved for any thing 
wrought in or done by them 


Sc. (i. e. that the whole of } 
Salvation is of free Grace) 
SkR. pag. 22299 


That when Perſons are 


To Mr. BRIANT., 


1 


5 


Tou Notes. 


That when Men hear of 
our being ſaved by Grace, 


they conceive of it ſo, as to 


deſtroy all. moral Agency; 


and ſet themſelves down 
with this vain Tho't, that 
Nothing on their Part is 
neceſſary to Salvation, but 
if they are deſigned for it, 
they ſhall be irręſiſtibly 
driven into Heaven, whe- 
ther they will or no. (SER. 


pag. 7.) 


juſtiſied, the moral Image of God, loſt 3 by * 
F all, which conſiſts in Knowlege, Righteouſneſs, and 
true Holineſs, is reſtored and reinſtamped on the Soul 
Sc. So that they are naturally and NECESSARILY incli- 
ned toobey the moral Law in all itsPrecepts.(SER.pa.I 5.) 

The juſtified by Chriſt's Righteouſneſs have ſeen God 
to be infinitely lovely i in himſelf &c. So that they do 
love him, and can'T but love him intirely, - and above 


the Goſ pel; and the fine 
Linnen white & clean in che 
N principally i in- 

„ 


I 


as that his final Happineſs 
is as certain as if he was 


now in the actual Poſſeſſion | 
= ot 


6 


tends the Righteouſneſs of | 
Chriſt, and not the per ſonal 
Righteouſneſs of Men. 


ARE TI v 


of it. (SER. pag. 2 5, 26. 
That the wedding Gar. 
ment in the Goſpel, and the 


(SER. pag. 14. ) 
(SER. pag. 15,10. 


I do thro'out on | 


(omiting here to tranſcribe 

articular Paſlages at 
length) clearly hold forth, 
ſo that he that runs may 
read, 
was the main Deſign of it, 


That the Righteouſneſs of 


CHRIST is the Merit and 
Matter too of a Sinner's 
Juſtiſication in the Sight of 


_ God--'That Men are juſti- 


fied without Works -- That 
the beſt Works of the beſt 
Men have no Hand in the 
Affair of Juſtification, as 
the Merit or Matter there- 
of -- That full Satisfaction 
has been made to the Law 
and Juſtice of God for the 
elect World by Feſus Chriſt 
-- That a holy Temper and 
Practice are a Part of Sal- 
vation, and not the Cauſe 
thereof in any Shape what- 
ever. 


the goodPleaſure of the ſupream F ather of all is conſti- 
tuted the only Mediator between God and Man) no bet- 
ter a Qualification, J ſay, in this mediatorial and infi- 


nitely gracious Scheme, to 


ceptance, than filthy Rags are to dreſs and adorn the Body 
for a Viſit to the King and Court on Earth. (SER, 


Pag. 10.) 


| fine Linnen white and clean 
in the Revelation, is the * Righteouſneſs of Men, 


| our perſonal good Behaviour 


and which indeed 


vou (Sir) in yourSermon 
do affirm, that our whole 


Happineſs is ſuſpended on 


and patient Continuance in 
Ways ” Well-doing. (SER, 
Pag 7.) 

From hence Ii. e. frog 
the common Notion, that the 
Text deſigns the Righteous 
this odious Character of 
filthy Rags has been tran 
ferred to the moral Attain- 
ments of Men under the 
Goſpel, and the Righteouſ- 
neſs of the moſt improved 
Chriſtian hath been gene- 
rally ſpoken of as no better 
a Qualification (even ac- 
cording to the merciful Te- 
nour of the Goſpel, and 
conſidered as the CoN Di- 
ION of that final Happi- 
neſs, which is in theHands 
and at the Diſpoſal of Jeſus 
Chriſt, who according to 


— 


| 


appear before God with Ac 


 Thas 


77 Mr. BRIAN. 7 
1) NM. BRIAN T's Notes, 

„ That perſonal Righteouſneſs is the Condition of all 
el God's Favours; It opens oe the Stores of Heaven. 
(SR. pag. 20, 21.) 

n. To ſpeak freely, I confeſs, I never yet ſaw with what 


Face a Man can pretend to exhort others to the Practice 


of Righteouſneſs, who is conſtantly telling them, per- 
„ haps in the ſame Breath, that all their Righteouſneſs,when 
nl they have obtained it, will be nothing but filthy Rags. 
r God is already ſatisfied in all his Demands, his Law, 
in his Honour, his rigorous relentleſs Juſtice, are all ſatis- 
fied, and there is nothing left for Man to do,” but to 
believe this undoubtedly, and the more ſurely, the leſs 
Grounds he has for it, to rely upon it, that he is righte- 
ous, and ſhall be accepted as ſuch: The Believer 
indeed may, if he pleaſes, out of meer Generoſity, add 
Works of Righteouſneſs of his own, but there is no real 
Need of it; for his main Intereſt is ſecure without it.“ 
He is already in ſuch aState of Salvation, that his final Hap- 
pineſs is as certain as if he was now in the actual Poſſeſ- 
ſion of it. The plain Truth of the Caſe is this; Either 
our Righteouſneſs is of ſome Uſe & Significancy in the 
Affair of our Salvation, or it is not. Either! it has ſome 
Connection with, and actual Influence on our Happineſs, 
or it is of no real Neceſſity as to us. (SER.pag 25,26.) 
e- All thoſe who decry moral Veriue--as a Thing of 10 
nd WF Avail towards the obtaining the divine Favour, and the 
- Privileges and Rewards of Chriſtianity, do in Effect 
pi- ¶ ſubvert the very fundamental Principles both of natural 
ds and revealed Religion. ( SER. pag. 29, 30.) © 


to Now (Mr. Briant) the Sum of whaw 1 have quires 


ti- ¶ from you, I think, any one that does not ſhut his Eyes, 

et- muſt ſee, is neceſſarily this, viz. That our while Hap- 
fi · ¶ pineſs is ſuſpended on our own perſonal Rig bien ne ---- 
46. That perſonal Righteouſneſs is the Condition of our 
dy J uſtification, and that wherein Man may appear before 
n, God with Acceptance That perſonal Righteouſneſs 


wo all the Stores of Heaven---That theLaw,Honour, 
af B 2 and 


| 
| 
PS. 
| 
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andJuſtice of God are not ſo fully ſatisfied already b e is 
Chriſt, but that there is ſomething left for Man to Joby 
Way of Satis faction That Man's main Intereſt is not 
2 2 without he performs this Partof ſatisfying Work. 
That perſonal Righteouſneſs is of ſome Uſe and Sigmifi- 
cancy in ſatisfying the Law and Juſtice of God, and fo 
in appealing the divine Wrath, and procuring Salvation: = 
In a Word, that perſonal Righteouſneſs will obtain-for us 
the divine Favour.---Such mighty Things it will do: 
wy yet, amazingly ſtrange, you ſay, there is no Merit in 
And you challenge me and all my Atteſtators, to 
bee out one ſingle Paſſage in your Sermon, where tie 
Doctrine of J uſtification by the Merit of Man's' perſo- 
nal Righteouſneſs is aſſerted, or from whence it can by 
good and neceſſary Conſequence be inferre. 
If (Mr. Briant) you really are, what you pretend to 
be, and don't feign your ſelf a Calviniſt, then I think, 
when you ſay, there is no Merit, -you muſt intend to de 
underſtood in a ſound Calviniſtical, and not in a rotten 
Arminian Senſe. But if only the latter be your Intent, 
namely, to exclude Merit in no other Senſe than the 
Arminians do (who reject, perhaps with as much Dif- 
pleaſure as you can, the Papiſts Doctrine of Merit of 
Condignity, tho' at the fame Time harmonizing well 
enough with them in their Doctrine of Merit of Con- 
gruity ) what is then become of your Calviniſm ?* And 
how will you clear your ſelf, ' when Culviniſts charge the 
Doctrine of human Ae (at . in — low! Senſe) 
upon you . Tha 
„The Papo ſay, One miuſt the and we andy by Faith (i. e. 


Aſſent to the Goſpel) Repentance and good Works, to fate 5 
4 | CHRIST. 1 call Ar Congruo.--- 2 is not thi 


pentance and good 7 17 are thy CLINE of ED” of 


Sins thro' the Merit f Chriſt? So that Mr. B find it 1 


| dificyle Taſk to- clear himſelf of this Popih Merit of Congruity/ 
; What, 


What, Sir, 1s dirs no Merit at all in chats upon which. 
our whole Happineſs is ſuſpended! - No- Menit in that, 
in which we can appear before God with Acceptance 
No Merit in that, which opens all the Stores of Heaven ! 
No Merit in that, which ſatisfies the Law.and Juſtice of 
God, at leaſt in Part! No Merit in that, which 'obtains 
the divine Favour | Certainly your Expreſſions concern-. 
ing the Efficacy and Benefit of the perſonal Righteouſ- 
neſs of Men (which appear as ſtrong as thoſe commonly 
uſed concerning the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt himſelf) do 
ſtrongly inſimuate and imply ſome kind of Merit in 
Man's perſonal Righteouſneſs ; whatever was the Inten- 
tion of your Heart in uſing ene and a more 
careful Review of them, Sir, I believe, eſhirnight ſee; 
it, as well as others. However, while they:- ſtand as 
they do at preſent, thoſe: in the World who have. 
Senſe enough and will truſt their own Faculties ſo far as 
to judge in themſelves what is. Right,“ Þ believe, will 
think you did intend by them to recommend the Doctrine 
of Merit (of ſomeSort) in Man's perſonal Righteouſneſs; 
and this, notwithſtanding you juſt hint towards the cloſe 
of your Sermon in a Parenibeſis, F that Forgiveneſs of 
Sins and final Acceptance with the Father is "thro! the 
Merits of his Son. 

But however, Sir, it appears evident to ine, at dire 
is this wide Difference between us in our'Sermons, which 
I ſhall give you in the ras ſhort Contr 

On the one Hand, L. On the other Hand, — 
maintain in my Sermon; (Ar. Briunt) in ybur Ser- 
That a determinate Num- mon (as I think Uh fore 
ber of Individuals among; | goin uetationsſufficient-- 
Mank ind were from Eter- ¶ ly manifeſt} do plainly 1 
nity abſolutely choſen in — and explode my ny 
Chriſt to Salvation. That Notion df erernal perſe ends | 
Aliant * ä — Election and 1 aſſert 


; . carats (4. 44) are * L4/ 4) "ap? 3435 464 n 2 
VA. Lene bj RS t i ent nct; ;: bas 
44 A pens we al ha Sant i * may 
de left out in * and et ü the Writer remain 
intire. . | 


— — 1 P . ⁰ w . er v6 — Wy: Son 
* * * — — — V — — 
fg, — — — — 4 2 — — 8 — 2 r 
— D % 4 
= * 
f ) 


imputed, and received by | 


are all guilty and univer- | a temporal, national one.— 
ſally polluted by the Fall, | You explode myNotion of 
the moral Image of God original Sin, as vilifying hu- 
being loft intirely. That man Nature, and — 
the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt on miſapply'd Scripture: 
Characters of an abandon'd 
Faith, is the only Matter, | People.--You explode like- 


— 


Jp n as Merit, of a Sin- wiſe my Notien of Juſtiſi- 


ner's Fuſtification in the | cation bythe imputed Righ- 
Sight of God.--T hatSalva- | teouſneſs of Chriſt ; and 
tion is of ſovereignly free | maintain, it is moral Virtue 
and diſtinguiſhing Grace. | makes us amiable before 
That there is no falling to- | God, and Forgiveneſs of 
tally and finally from ſpe- | Sins is ſuſpended on our 


— — 


cial Grace. That good | own perſonal Righteouſ- 


Works are the Fruits of | neſs. — So, under the o- 
Faith and a Part of Salva- | ther Heads mentioned, you 
tion, not the Cauſe chereof, advance Opinions directly 
&c. | 4 contrary to mine: and in 
Is ſhorr, the Current of your 
whole Sermon appears 
quite oppoſite to the plain 


and · that it I aim at you in the reſt of my Sermon, I 
have miſs'd the Mark, and muſt charge again to do 
Execution; — that I have miſtook the Man, and been 


fighting with my own Shadow.” But ſurely — un- 


byaſs d Judge — ſee, from the co 


which has been given, that there is indeed a -general 
Controverſy between us, extending througbout our Ser- 
28915, and not confin'd meerly to our opening the Text; 
and —— that , have cont an * 5 on 2 Mr. r. 15 


Scope and Tenor of mine. 


This, I apprehend, is a Cle a of che 
different Opinions advanc'd in our two Sermons: And 
yet (Mr. Briant) you ſay very confidently, ** There i is 
n@iControverſy between us, only in opening, the Text;“ 
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Butz Sin! if after all I ſhould have ha ppend t to ok 
you wrong, and your Sermon ſhould not really be cal- 
culated nor intended to oppole theſe glorious Proteſtant 
and Calviniſtical Doctrines, Lwill aſſure you, my Miſtake 
has not been wilful. And I will readily aſk. your Par- 
don, when I am convinced of my Miſtake : And let me 
honeſtly tell you, I ſhould be — glad to be con- 
vinced of it. 

And (Mr. Briant) if you did not deſign to —— 
and oppoſe theſe Doctrines in your Sermon, but did then 
and do now believe and embrace them in your Heart, 
you may eaſily ſatisfy me and others, only by ſome ſeri- 
ous and plain Declaration in the next Piece you ſhall have 
Occaſion to publiſh, that you did not deſign any Op- 
poſition to theſe ſacred Truths; but did then and do now 
believe them, any Thing in your Sermon of a contrary 
Aſpect notwithſtanding. — I do (dear Sir) if you can 
poſſibly comply, earneſtly requeſt this eaſy, and Genin 
reaſonable Thing of you : And if you don't gratify m 
herein, you muſt allow me to think ſtill, that you do in 
yourSermon and Heart too really oppoſe theſeDoctrines, 
commonly called the Doctrines of Grace; for whoſo be- 
lieves them with his Heart; I muſt ſuppoſe, will — 
confeſs them with his Mouth, or his Pen. 

Thus, Sir, I have fairly compared Notes with you : 
and by this comparative Survey, it may eaſily be ſeen, 
that our Harmony A a r Kind of Harmony) i in 
Diſcord. 8 

I am in the next Place, : | 

IT. To fay ſomething in Favour * che e 
us d to ſupport my Conſtruction of the controverted 
Text; and to ſhew, that they randiagard, county 
ing what you have ſaid to invalidate them. 

Now, Sir, pleaſe to remember that I ſaid „Therrophet 
by the Phraſe, All our Righteouſneſſes are as filthy Rags, 
did not deſign @ Deſcription of the hypocritical Perfor- 
mances of ſome of the wors# of Men, as ſome ſeem ta 


uns but the perſonal Rightom/mys of ſome of the | 
Sp. =. This 


beſt” — e pag. 5. 


1 A RI, 


This. Expoſition, I ſaid (and I faid as I verily thought) 
might be argued and evidenced from the Context. The 
Context I enquired | into as carefully as I was capable of, 
and found this Chapter a Prayer of the Prophet .in the 
Name of the Church of God, i. e. ſome of the beſt Men; 
and conſequently theText, aPart of it, an humbleConfeſ: 
ſion& Acknowlegement that all their Righteouſneſſes were 
as filthy Rags, conſidered comparatively, and eſpecially in 
Reſpet of Juſtification in God's Sight; tho' in other 
Reſpects truly good and valuable: Agreable to that 
parallel Expreſſion or Confeſſion of the Apoſtle Paul, 
after his Converſion, and ſo when he had real Righteouſ- 
neſs, Phil. 3.8, 9. I account all T bings but Loſs S Dung, &c. 
Therefore I can aſſure you, Sir, it was not from the 
leaſt Suſpicion I had in my own Mind (as you inſinuate) 
that the Context would not favour me, that I omitted 
any Proofs from thence: No, Sir, but partly for fear of 
being too lengthy ; tho? principally becauſe I really tho't 
that the Arguments the Text contained, and which I 
offered, were ſufficient in Numbes and Strength to ang 
wer the End. Ups 

But you are pleaſed, not nk to find Fault with 1 me 
for not analyſing the Context, but with my Arguments 
taken from the Text, and to ſay, there is no Weight in 

them, and that you and others are aſtoniſhed at me that 
ever I ſhould publiſh them to the World. — But we will 
review them a little, and examine whether they are in- 
deed without any Weight, and ſo weak and inconclu- 
five, as to afford juſt Matter of Aſtoniſnment to you 
and your Brethren. What if you ſhould. (Sir) reconſi- 
— them a little more without Prejudice, and in their 

roper Light, which I ſhall endeavour to, ſet them be- 
hop you in? This poſſibly may eee, San. out of 
youu aſtoniſhed Frame. ny 

The Thing I laid down to 8 (which. tis mh 
you, and every other Reader ſhould keep in Mind, to 
ſee the Drift and Force of my Arguments) was this, via. 
That the Prophet in the Text did not DESIGN A Des- 
CRIPTI 10Nn of the e Performances of ſome of the 
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WORST of Men, as ſome ſeem to imagine, but the 
PERSONAL RIGHTEOUSNESS: of ' ſome of the belt. ' 

And this Ex 
Part of it, I faid, might be evidenced by Arguments. 
taken from the T EXT, Three 1 collected out of it for 
_ End. 

. I took one Argument from the Word Righteoufs 
1 And what 1 ſay here, is expreſſed in theſe Words, 
viz. * That if the Words Righteouſneſs and Righteouf- 
« neſſes in Scripture, where we have the Character of 
** the Wicked given, perhaps more than a thouſand 
Limes, and in a variety of Terms, are never uſed to 
« intend the hypocritical Performances of wicked Men 
meaning the very worſt,] but for ſomething truly good 
* and excellent; then we muſt ſuppoſe, the latter and not 
* the former is intended i in the Text: and I appeal to you 
+ all, whether the Words are not conſtantly uſed in this 
« Senſe from the Beginning of Genęſis to the End of 
the Revelation. Now, Sir, I did not ſuppoſe, that 
this Argument, excluſive of all Reference to the Con- 
text, and of other Arguments taken from the Text, did 
in any Meaſure prove the poſitive Part of my Expoſition; 
viz. That the Word Ri ghreouſneſs here deſigned the 
Rightequſneſs of the beft Men: But the negative Part 
of it, viz. that it was not uſed in a de/ioned Deſcription 
of the hypocritical Performances of ſome of the warsT 
of Men, as ſome ſeem to imagine. And in this 1 had 
my Eye particularly upon your Expoſition of the Text; 
which was, that the Prophet here- is ONLY — : 
© and lamenting the aggravated Sins of the wors 
* Men, (SER. pag. 9, 10.) The 7ews (you ſay) were art 
this Time ſunk into a wretched State of D er,, 
evea beyond their common Character.— Their Wick 
edneſs was general and extraordinary. They were al- 
* moſt univerſally of a corrupt Heart & pollured Life-- 
They were given up to the molt deteſtable Immoralities.-+ 
In common Life they practiſed all Manner of Villany, 
* &c.--- and all the Religion they had, conſiſted in a fe,“, 
X n. Terms, „„ * Rites.” — 


And 


poſition, i. e. both the negative and poſitive = 
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And upon the whole, you ſay, No marvel chen, if 
this — a juſt Repreſentation of their Caſe (and who. 
« ever conſults the ſacred Hiſtory, will find them vaſth 
&« worſe, rather than any Ways injur'd by thisCharadtey 
if their moral Character, I ſay, was at leaſt as bad as! 
have repreſented it,noMan can wonder,that the Pro- 
I phet ſays---A// their Righteoufneſſes were as filthy Rags.” 
(SER. pag. 10, 12, 13, 14.) Here, Sir, you plainly exhi- 
bit your Sentiment, that by the Word Righteouſneſſes is 
meant, either aggravated Wickeaneſs, or at beſt only a 
Religion that lay in a few canting Terms, and the Obſer- 
vance of a few Rituals, excluſive of all moral Performan- 
ces; they being deſtitute (according to your Account) 
of the leaſt Appearance of moral Vertue. Now, in Oppo- 
ſition to this Sentiment of your's, I laid down my firſt 
Argument, which I thought ſufficient to diſprove your 
Hypothe/is,tho* it might not ſo directly eſtabliſh my own. 
My Deſign herein was to ſhew, that the Word Righte- 
ouſneſſes was never uſed in Scripture to intend “ deteſta- 
ble Immoralities”, or “the aggravated Sins of the worſt 
of Men”, as your Expreſſions ſeem to import; neither 
was it ever uſed (as far as I can find) to denote meerly 
ſuch hypocritical Performances as you ſpeak of, namely, 
the uſing a few canting Terms and.obſerving a few Rites 
and Ceremonies of Worſhip, while deſtitute of all moral 
Vertue; but always intended ſomething good and excel. 
tent (materially ſo at leaſt) that is, it chiefly included moral 
Fertues, or thoſe Duties which carry in their Nature 
ſomething of moral Excellency. z tho* not excluding 
ritual Obſervances, i in which there is e good, ex. 
cluſive of the divine Inſtitution. 

This, 1 ay, is what I aimed at in this Argument, cho 
perhaps it is not quite fo cautiouſly or clearly expreſſed 
as it might have been: And in this you have noReaſon to 
glory over me, ſince you your ſelf appear to be equally 
incautious and confus'd in your Diſcourſe, where you 
expreſs your ſelf ſo as to make your Reader think, as if 
by Righteouſneſs is meant Wickedneſs ; tho I would cha- 
Titably. * you did not mean ſo hub ift that was not 


your 


(0 
| = 


{0 46.5. 15 


your aaa to- * IRE this was that the Word Righ- | 
:couſneſs intends no more than à few-canting Terms and 
Rituals, or the hypocritical Performances o the moſt im- 
moral and very worſt of Men. This is what I have de- 
ny'd: And J again challenge you to bring one Text, from 
the Beginning of Genęſis to tle End of the Revelation, 
where the Word Righteouſneſs is tobe taken in this Senſe 
only, excluſive of all moral Services. F think, I may ven- 
ture to ſay, if you can produce one clear Text to the 
Purpoſe, I will give up 19% firſt nn, as 9 im- | 
pertinent. 
2. Another Argument was colony from: theWord All — 
And what I ſay is this, viz. That if there were any 
righteous among the Fews at the Time ¶/aiab refers to in 
the Text, and God always had a righteous Seed among 


them, then the Prophet does ſtile perſonalRighteouſneſs | 


filthy Rags, when he ſays, ALL our Righteouſneſſes" are 
as filthy Rags. I did think (and indeed I have not ſeen 
Cauſe, from any Thing you have ſaid to the contrary, 
to alter my Mind) chat conſidering either. the Context, 
which is evidently a Prayer of the Prophet | in the Name . 
of the Church of God, or the Term All, which may be 
taken in an unlimited Senſe, when it don't contradict 
the Context or the Analogy of Faith; therefore, Tay, 
I did and do think, that the Prophet did deſign (at leaſt) 
all that pious Body by the Term All, whether he meant 

to include the Wicked in it, or no add therefore that it 
contain'd an Argument of ſome Force in it to my Purpoſe. 
But you, Sir, have ſeen fit to contradict it: And the 
Subſtance of what you ſay, is this, that I take the Word 

All here in too unlimited a Senſe : But how do you prove 
it? Why, you make ſome Shew of arguing, in leveral 
Ways. As, 
1. By quoting ſome Paſſages of Scripture, where the 
Word All is uſed only for a major Part, and ſometimes - 
for a minor, which you ſay that J will readily acknow- 
ledge. Indeed, Mr. Briant, I wiſh you had ſaid alſo that 
you did readily acknowledge them, in the ſame Senſe as 
you concluded chat 1 * ban I find Foun more ready 
2 11 


. 


to declare my. Sentitnents, bien your len ; — i 
cauſe mine will bear the Teſt better. But to return, 
| The Sum and Scope of what you ſay here, if put into 
Form, lies in this ſhort Argument. If the Word All 
is ſometimes uſed in Scripture for only a Part (major, 
or minor) then it muſt be fo uſed in the Tex? we are up- 
on: But we find it ſo uſed ſometimes-/#/ſerwhere ; There- 
fore it muſt be ſo here. Wonderful ee Admi- 
rable Logick !-—Riſum tenzatis Amici ! | 
This is an Argument (Mr. Brian) Which if it holds, 
you may do Wonders with; for by the fame Train of 
Reaſoning, you may prove, that the Term All is not to 
be taken in an unlimited Senſe any Where, in the whole 
Bible. But this you muſt know is contrary to Fact. 80 
that what you ſay on this Head amounts to juſtNothing, 
And of this you your ſelf indeed ſeem to be ſenſible, 
when you make that Conceſſion (REM. pag. 16.) 41 
know it will not follow, that becauſe All is ſometimes 
taken in a limited Senſe, that it muſt therefore be ſo 
taken in the Text.” Well Sir, if ſo, why did you inſiſt 
om it at ſuch a Length ? Tf you yourſelf did not think, it. 
followed, why would you endeavour, by your long Ha- 
rangue, to make your Readers think it followed ? Some 
of them, you might be ſenſible, would not be well able 
to ſee into the Juſtneſs of Conſequences ; who therefore 
might be eaſily impoſed upon by a Sephiſm, and induced 
to imagine, you ſaid Something, When really you ſaid 
| Nothing to the Point. 

Lou could not but be cute 0 Mr. Briant } that my 
Argument would retain its full Force againſt you, not- 
withſtanding all you had faid, till you cou'd prove that 
there is «Parity of Reaſon, or equal Ground for reſtrain- 

ing the Word All in our Text, as there is in the other 

Texts you quoted. But this you don't fo much as at- 

tempt : which is a ſtrange Defect, eſpecially in one that 
pretends to underſtand fo well the Rules and Principles 
of Reaſoning. What could thisOmiſſion ariſe from, but 
a Conviction of the Diſparity of theCaſes in View? Your 
firſt Conſideration then may be diſmiſa d as a W 
os eee | Ano- 
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2. Another T hing you offer in Proof of my taking 
All in too unlimited a Senſe, is, That our underſtands - 
ing the Prophet in this unlimited Senſe neceſſarily runs 
us into a ſtrange Mixture and Confuſion of Characters: 


putting the moſt virious upon a Par with the moſt holy, 


in Point of Acceptance with their Maker.”. _ _ 

Well, Sir, and what if my Expreſſions upon my Argu- 
ment taken from the Word All, ſhould be ſo underſtood, 
as to ſet even the moſt vicious upon a Par with the moſt 


holy, in Point of Acceptance with their Maker; not as to = 


the Reality of the Thing, but as to any Grounds in them- 
ſelves for it? Would this neceſſarily run us into 2 
ſtrange Mixture and Contuſion of Characters? If fo, 1 
think, the Scriptures of Truth themſelves run us into a 
ſtrange Mixture and Confuſion of Characters; for they 
every where do ſet them upon a Par in this Reſpect, as 
to any Grounds or Reaſons in themſelves of the divine 
Favour toward them. Suppoſing (Mr. Briant) a Mi- 
niſter of Chriſt ſhould be preaching,” to a mixed Multi - 
tude, conſiſting of Saints and Sinners (which is no un- 
common. Caſe) upon the Doctrine of Juſtiſication by 


- Chriſt thro' Faith alone, and ſhould tell his Hearers that 


the Righteouſneſſes of ALL of them were as filthy Rags, in 
the Affair of Fuftification before God: Would this at all 
confound Characters? Would this ſet Saints and Sin- 


ners upon a Par in any other Reſpect, than in Point of _ 


Puſtification by their own perſona! Righteouſneſs; in 
which Reſpect all the Children of Adam, Saints & Sin- 
ners, are indeed upon a Par (tho you an't willing to 


allow it) and this, notwithſtanding God has of his free 


and rich Grace found out and revealed the mediato- 
rial and infinitely merciful Scheme, you make mention 


of. Now this is the very Caſe, Sir: And hence it ap- 


pears, there is really no more Weight or- Pertinence in 
what you ſay here, than in what you ſaid before ; which, 
by your own Confeſſion,” you was ſenſible was nothing 
to the Purpoſe : Nor wouꝰd it have been any thing but 


an ingenuous Part in you, Sir, if you had alſo confeſſed = 
this to have been nothing more to th#F | 


* 


Beſure; there is not, as I can 4 * leaſt Shadow of: 


Reaſon in the Objections you have offer'd, to invalidate | 
my ſecond Argument. But it muſt be ſaid of you, 


Hic homo multa loquitur, ſed nihil probat. 
I chink my Way now clear to proceed to theDeſence 
of my laſt Argument. 


A further Argument was taken from the Word, 
| G. in the Text. Which I expreſs'd in my Sermon 


thus : If any, after what hath been ſaid, ſuppoſe the 
People of the Fews, at the Time, were generally, yea, 


univerſally abandoned to extraordinary Wickedneſs and 


Hypocriſy, yet they won't ſay, the Prophet was; he was 


a good Man, all allow, and yet this perſonally righteous | 


Man ſays, not all their Righteouſneſſes, who were aban- 
doned Wretches, but all our Righteonſneſſes, mine as 


well as theirs, are as fiithy Rags: ſo that the Prophet 
does mean the perſonal Righteouſneſs of the be/t Men; 


and theſe he ſtiles j/tby Rags. 
'The Word Our in the Text being an appropriating 


Term, I thought, that the Prophet, when he uſed it, did: 
include, and not exclude, himſelf ; and fo, that there was 
ſome Weight in an Argument taken. from this Word, 


to demonſtrate the Point I was upon, and accordingly 


. us'd it for that Purpoſe. However, I was not then ap- 
priz d, that it ever had been improved for that Purpoſe 


by any before me: But am confirm'd in the Propriety 


3. 8. compared, that the Proteſtants in general have tho't 


there was ſome Weight in it, and accordingly improv'd 


it againſt the Papiſts, \ juſt as I have done againſt Mr, 


Briant : Nor am I unwilling to keep the Reformers good 


Company, tho I part with Mr. Briant's and Papiſts. 


Here, Sir, I might have proceeded to conſider particu 


larly what you ſay to prove the Inſufficiency of this Ar- 
gument; But as Ar will be done ſufficiently, 2 
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and Force of the Argument, ſince I find by Mr. 
Foxcroft's judicious Piece upon Iſaiab 64. 6. & Phil. 
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III. To inquire into the Validity of the Pleas which 


you produce to prove your ſelf a Calviniſt, and me not 


| one, in opening the Text. Vet before I come directly 


to conſider your Proofs, allow me to premiſe one Re- 
mark ; that if the Difference between you and me lay 
only in opening the ſingle Paſſage of the Text; and you 
had ſaid, the Prophet intended the worſt Works of the 
worſt Men, but I, that he intended the bet/orks of the beſt 
Men, 1 fay, had the Difference lain only here, and we had 
been harmonicus in other more ſubſtagtial Reſpects; I 
could have heartily ſubſcribed aLetter to you (tho' I per- 
ceive, you can't to me) © Your Brother in the Faith and 
Fellowſhip of the Goſpel,” for I ſhould have thought you 


had Faith enough for Fellowſhip.” And it was not that, 


Sir, I had principally in View in my Sermon, as any one 
may ſee who reads it; no, I can traly ſay it, tho? I 
thought you was out of the Way in your Expoſition of 
the Text, yet this was not the main Thing in your Ser- 
mon, which I judg'd to be amiſs, and meant ſome Ani- 
madverſions upon in mine, but your fly and crafty Op- 
poſition to the Doctrines of Grace (diftinguiſd by the 
Name of Calviniftical) eſpecially this, that the Righteouſ- 
neſs of Jeſus Chriſt is the ſole Matter of a Sinner's 
Juſtification in the Sight of God. OO nd TP Bd 
Now your Oppoſition to theſe Doctrines, I think, 1 
have fully ſhewn under my Head of comparing Notes ;. 
and ſo, that you are diametrically oppoſite to Calvin in 
the moſt of your Sermon, however harmonious withhim 
you may pretend to be in opening the Text. But'truly” 
it is pretty ſtrange, that you ſhould be ſo exactly Calui- 
niſtical in opening the Text, and ſo diametrically oppoſite! - 
to Calvin in theTenor of your Sermon. One would have. 


thought ſurely, that if you had taken the firſt Step ſo 


preciſely with Calvin, you would ſome where in the reſt: 
of your Performance have taken a ſecond with him, which. 
I don't ſee you have done. This Conduct, at leaſt, gives 
ſome Grounds to ſuſpect your Calviniſm even in your 
opening the Text. However, you. pretend to be a Cal· 
viniſt ſo far: and if confident Pretenſion night pals for 

85 Sh is | wo Demon- 
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5 Demonſtration, the Point would certainly be ſettled in 
i - your Favour. But, beſide pretending 1 it, you endeavour 
1 to prove it, even by citing Calvin's own Words in his 
| Commentary on the Text: IWO Paragraphs you fele& 


- 


for this End; viz, (1) „Here, there be ſome that tor. 
mont themſelves becauſe the Prophet ſpeaking of the 
Deflement of Sin, takes in and repreſents the Caſe of all 
the Jews without Exception, amongſt whom there ne- 
vertheleſs remained ſome pure Worſhippers of God; 
but in vain, and without Cauſe, becauſe he does not 
here ſpeak of every Individual, but of the whole Body. — 
Again, This Place 1 is wont to be cited by ſome, that 
they may prove, there is ſo far from being any Thing 
good and valuable in our Works, that they are in God's 
Sight noiſome and filthy Things; but this appears to me 
to be very foreign from the Senſe of the Prophet.” -Theje 
Quotations from Calvin, you ſay, favour your Expoſe tion, fl i 
and prove you a Calviniſt in opening the Text. But 
Mr. Briant) let us fee your Argument; and try the If 
orce of it: it is this; Becauſe Calvin ſpeaks in his © 
Commentary on this Text,/ what is above recited. there: Ne 
fore when ay, the Prophet deſigns the hypocritical Ber- it 
formances and extraordinary aggravated Witkedneſsof tome I p 
of the worſt of Men, it muſt follow, that I am a Cab Wl 
viniſt. But is this (Sir) a genuine Conſequence from the Wl « 
Premiſes ? Verily no, in no wiſe: for there is not the 
leaſt Hint in the Words cited from Calvin, that he car 
ries the Text in the ſame Senſe as you do; and indeed 
1 think, you cou'd not but know, in Fact he does not; 
So that 1 may with Juſtice ſay (to put no worſe Con- 
ſtruction upon it) that if Mr. Brian was not à better 
4 Uu, than Logician, or did not kpow better how to 
is); turn Latin into Engliſh, than he does to draw Conſequen- 
1 ces from Pretniſes, you woul certainly have needed ſome 
* Dio Friends, dwelt as a Dictionary, to conſtrueG 
1 ſo A as woes r happen to have done; yea, that perhaps 
— Latin as * 1 f the 
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1 1f this ſhould be realy theCaſe, Mr. Brian: might as well prove 
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Rut it may be, you will ſay, if you have not proved 
yourſelfaCalviniſt in opening the Text, yetyou haveprov'd 
me an Anti-Catwiniſt, at leaſt fo tar. Indeed, Sir, I con- 
ſeſs, the Paragraphs you have quoted from Calvin, if 
viewed as ſtanding alone, and nor in Connection with the 
reſt of his Commentary on the Text and Context, do 
ſeem to look that Way: And what then ? | Would it 
be any thing very ſtrange ? I think not. For could it 
be rationally expected, that one of CaLvin's younges? 
Sons“ fhould fo early commence ſuch a compleat Cal. 
viniſt, as to open every Text in the Bible juſt as Calvin 
did; I cannot believe this of any of his oldeſt Sons, 
[ think, Mr. Briant, it is pretty we for the Time, that 
my Opinion ſo exactly quadrates with his in thoſe five 
Points, which Proteſtants in general have concur'd with 
him in, but which your Sermon (Sir) if I can underſtand 


— 


it, is calculated to oppoſee. 
After all, *ris poſſible, if we fhould view what Calvin 
ſays in his Commentary on the Chapter which contains 
our Text, and what he ſays on the Text, which ſtands 
connected with what you have quoted from him; I ſay, 
if we ſhould view what he ſays in its Connection, tis 
poſſible I might be found to be ſomething more Calvi- 
niſtical, even in opening the Text, than either Mr. Bri- 
ant is, or is willing to allow me to be. Let us fairly try 
the Cafe, by repairing to Calvin himſelf 
This 64th-Chapter of 7/aiah, you can't but be ſenſi- 
ble, if you've read Calvin, he conſiders as a Prayer of the 
Faithful in the Babyloniſh Captivity, or of the Prophet in 
$i 801 5 * is. 4 vi 2 0 D v3 oy CI; | the 


me not ACalviniſt,becauſe not a Pręœyterian (as Calvin was) but a 
Cangregationaliſi: For when aMan, is called aCalvinif},it is never 
meant in this rigid Senſe, that he thinks exactly with Calvin 
mn every Point of Doctrine, any more than Diſcipline, or that 
he puts the ſame Conſtruction upon every Text of Scripture (which 

I believe never was, nor ever will be the Caſe ;) but his gene- 
! ': 4 — with him in Principles, and particularly in the 
| Fre Points of Doctrine, which are ſo ſtrenuouſiy oppoſed by 


* 
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the "7 of thoſe Faithful, which is all one. And he 
accordingly begins his Comment on the 6th Verſe thus, 
Pergunt FIDELES in ſua querimonia; deplorant enin 
ſtatum ſuum, quod Deus nullam rationem videatur. —Ceterun 
hic duo notari debent : primim, FIDELES reatum ſuun 
fateri, ac merito ſe penas dare; deinde, nihilominus cou 
ueri de gravitate pænarum quas ſufinent ; non ut expoſtu. 
25 cum Deo, ſed ut ipſum ad clementiam provocent: quem: 
admodum ubi reus judicem fleere conatur, miſerias et ſua 
et calamitates exponit. Hic ſe nonnulli torquent, quid 
Propheta de ſcelerum inquinamentis loquens, ſine exception 
Judæos omnes exprimat; in quibus tamen uonnulli reſta. 
bant puri Dei cultores : ſed frustra; quia non loquitur d. 
fingulis, ſed de univerſo corpore; quod, cum infra omnes 
homines abjectum atque extrema clade affettum eſſet, pam u 
ſordido comparat. Hic locus citari d quibuſdam ſolet, ul 
probent adeò nihil eſſe meriti in operibus noſtris ut coran 
Deo putida ac fetida fint : ſed hoc mibi videtur alienun 
a Prophet Sententia, cum de toto genere bumano non loqui 
tur, atqui eorum querimoniam deſcribit, qui in exilium miſh, 
iram Domini in ſe ſentichant : ideoque ſe cum juctitiis ſui) 
panno inquinato femiles eſſe fatebantur.— Which I reader 
into Engliſh thus; The FAITHFUL go on with their 
Complaint ; for they lameat their Caſe becauſe God does 
not ſeem to take an / Notice of them. Two Things ought 
to be noted here; firſt, the FAITHFUL confeſs they 
Guilt, and Desert of the Puniſhment inflicted on then 
and then, nevertheleſs complain of the Weight of it 
not that they would quarrel with God, but that the 
would urge him to Clemency ; as when a Criminal en- 
deavours to move the Judge to Compaſſion, he repre 
ſents to him his Miſeries and Calamities. Here ſame 
diſtreſs themſelves, that the Prophet ſpeaking of the} 
Defilements of Sin, taxeth all the Jews, without Ex 
| 1 FOR 
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+ Hence c ſays on che geb wer. Hei Precatio new + promiſe 
guibuſlibet, ſed refiduis tantum Filiis Dei diftata fuit. That ij, % 
* This Prayer was not dictated by the Prophet to be ufed by 
every one promiſcuouſly,out only by the Sant of God that remained”, 
wiz. after the Deſtruction of Jeruſalem * the 0 of Baby. 
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he ception, among whom nevertheleſs there remained ſome 
ſgacere Worſhippers of God: But in vain; becauſe he 
iu does not ſpeak of every Individual, but of the whole 
"0 Body [i. e. of the CHurcn of God, as Calvin explains 
un himſelf on, Y. 8. *] which being abject beneath all Men, 
and extremely miſerable, he compares to a filthy Rag. 
This Place is wont to be cited by ſome to prove, that 
chere is ſo far from being any Thing of Merit in our 
Works, that before God they are noĩſome and ſtinking 
Log Things: but this appears to me to be foreign from the 
" Scope of the Prophet; becauſe he does not ſpeak of the 
* whole human Race, but only ſets forth the Complaint 


of thoſe [viz. of the ChHux c, or Faithful] who being ſent 
nei into Baniſhment, ' were ſenſible of the Wrath of God 
upon them; and therefore confeſs themſelves with their 
Righteouſneſſes to be as a filthyRog.— Thus ſpeaks Mr. 
Calvin in his Commentary on the controverted Text. 

And now let the World judge, which is moſt Calvi- 
niſtical in opening it; Whether Mr. Briant, who ſays, 
the Prophet is only confeſſing and lamenting the ag- 
ſu gravated Sins of the worſt Men,” ſuch as were utterly 
deſtitute of true Righteouſneſs,” utterly averſe to Duty 
bei and Obedience” and © given up to the moſt deteſtable Im- 
moralities*:;—Or I, when J ſay, that the Prophet deſigns 
Sil 17; the Worſt, but the beſt Men, and that all their 
beg Righteouſneſſes are, in ſome Reſpects, as filthy Rags. 

But however Calvin's Sentiments may appear as ex- 
preſſed in his Commentaries, it is plain, that he is full 
hel with me in his Inſtitutions. For «here (3 Lib 2 Cap.) 


en ſpeaking of Faith and the Fruits of it, and quoting our 
PEI Text, he has theſe Words: —Nimirum fi ipſæ quoque 
ome Juſtitiz omnes, ad lumen veritatis inſpectæ, velut pan- 

the nus menſtruatæ inveniuntur, Injuſtitiæ deinceps quales 
Ex reputabuntur? Which J engliſh thus; Truly if even 
_ | | D 2 | all 
A ® Says Calvin there, Omnes dicende, non loquitur de Er 
a aamonui, ſed totum corpus ecclefie —————_ n Engliſh thus, 
45 The Prophet, in ſaying All, don't ſpeak of every Individual, as 


I noticed before [viz. in the Paſſages quoted by Mr. Briant] but 
plan. the whole Body of the Church,--- * 


all our 1 themſelves, Gewa in the Light al 
Truth, are found to be as filthy Rags, what then tha 
our Unrighteouſueſſes be reputed ?— 

But not to inſiſt on this Paſſage, which it may be you 
fad not met with, there is enough in CaLvin's Com- 
2ataries to ſpoil your glorying on the Head of Calvi. 
xiſm. What he ſays on the other Parts of this Prayer, 
is directly againſt you, but is too long to recite here; 
And what he {peaks on the Text it ſelt, does not in the 
leaſt, favour your Expoſition. For in whatever Senſe he 
takes the Words, *tis plain. - he- ſuppoſes the Righteous 
are comprehended in them, if not ſqlely intended. 
How then comes it to paſs, Mr. Briant, that 
you have had the Face to tell the World, That you 
have proved yourſelf intirely Calviaiſtical in your Senſe 
of the Text“ * That you might with Reaſon be charg 
ed with ftealing your Interpretation from. Calury, rather 
than in the eat contradicting him“ That you have 
very honeſtly repreſented Calvins Meaning,“ Sc. And 
upon this Foundation have gone into a warm and long 
Expoſtulation with me and my Atteſtators! How 
ſhall we account for this (real) enormous Blunder in 
you” ? It will doubtleſs occaſion various Thoughts in 
the Minds of Men ; and ſome, it 1s probable, that will 
be pretty ſevere upon you; at leaſt as ſevere as that my 

(ſuppoſed) Blunder occafion'd in your Mind about me. 
However, Mr. Briant, you muſt allow us to-exclaim 
againſt the Growth of Arminianiſm : and to think, we 
have ſome Grounds for it, particularly in Relation to 
you, *till you afford us better Proofs of your being a 
Calviniſt, than you have yet done: And you muſt not 
think it ſtrange, if we are not at all affected with yout 
pathetic Expoſtulation, when it is n ſo groundlek 
and altogether impertinent. 

Thus I have gone through what I propoſed. Vet 
before 1 conclude, | let me oblerve to you, Sir, that your 

Friendly Remarks (as you call them) are full of unfriendy 

Reflections, not on me only, but on others: And parti- 
cularly on one in che N whom; or. have had the 
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To Mr..BRIANT:. 


2.5 
Front to call a dlc dark, Jeſuitical Writer, Sc. 


88 


meaning that Reverend Gentleman, who. hath, done the 
Part of a. faithful, judicious PROTEST AN, in laying 
your Sermon; tho he did not. ſee fit to mention it or the 
Author, as judging that to anſwer Bellarmine was to 
anſwer Briant, his and your, Conftrudtion.. of the 
Text and Arguments upon it being ſo near a- kin, that 
One would ſuſpect you of ſtealing from him rather than 
fromCalvin. I don't ſo much wender that you thought 
Mr. Foxcroft's Sermon verboſe, and that your Patience 
tired, while he was replying to the Papiſt, ſeeing it was 
in Effect a chaſtiſing your © impudent Piece”, as the late 
learned and venerable Mr. WALTER (now with God) 
gave it it's Character upon peruſing it. But one 
would have thought, the Gentleman's Age, and known 
Ability, and Repute among us, would have demanded 
better Treatment from you, were it not that you found 
his Arguments ſo ſtrong and fo well-manag'd, that 
your beſt Artillery ( poor, indeed I) to play againft them, 
was ſcurrilous Refieftion. (But ſurely you forgot, that 
Text was in the Bible, 1 Tim. 5. 1. Which I leave you 
to look and read.)—And what good End. (Sir) did you 
propoſe to your ſelf, in bantering, reflecting, and railing, 
at ſuch a Rate, and unprovok'd too? Did you think by 
it to do what you would ſeem to be againſt, and blame 
others for doing, (REM pag-27.) where you ſay, Some 
Men think to carry their Cauſe meerly by the Applica- 
tion of a few odious Appellations ; inſtead of bringing 
forth their ſtrong. Reaſons, they. fall to Railing and 
Scolding and calling Names, which is but a more fly and 
covert Way of reviling and abuſing an Opponent, and 
is looked on by the rational Part of Mankind, as no- 
thing but Phrenſy and a blaſphemous Proſtitution of the 
Name of God, to countenance our unſanctiſied Spleen 
againſt others, and to give a Currency to our own ſenſe- 
{eſs Divinity among the thoughtleſs Multitude. Truly, 


| Mr. Briant, when I read theſe Lines of yours, and find 


how you yourſelf frequently ce fall to Railing & OS 
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and calling Names” in your Book, I can't help 
thinking whether you did not take this Method with 4 
View to give a Currency to your own —— Divinity 
among the thoughtleſs Multitude : And I can ſcarce 
keep out of my Mind that inſpired Paſſage, Rom. 2. 1. 
Therefore thou art inexcuſable, O Man; for wherein thou 
judgeſt another, thou condemneſt thyſelf , for thou thut 
Judgeſt another, dogſt the ſame Things. ' "On 

I juſt remind you (Sir) of theſe Things, which I beg 
you to conſider ſeriouſly and diſpaſſionately, that you 
may take Shame to yourſelf, and fly to the Blood of 
Sprinkling for Pardon, and learn to preach and 
Print with a better Spirit and Chriſtian Temper for the 
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ime to come. 


I fhall now cloſe my Letter with ſome borrow'd 
Words : But excuſe me, Sir,from doing it in theWords 
of an ArianWriter, as you do your Sermon,in theWords 
of Mr. Jamzs FosTER, whom you deſcribe <a late ele- 
gant Writer and Inſtructor how to preach CHRIST.“ 
A fine Preacher of Chriſt, & Teacher of others to preach 
him, ſure, a Denier of the Divinity of Chriſt muſt be ! 
I hope, Mr. Briant, you don't copy after this your ele- 
gant Writer, nor take your Inſtructions from an Arian 
inPreaching ; tis fad if you do ! By the Way let me juſt 
aſk you (Mr. Briant) why you did not inſert in your 
Sermon, theſe remarkable Words of your celebrated Au- 
thor, viz. + That to preach CarisT, is not to make 
his Perſon and his Offices INcOMPREHENSIBLE.” Which 
Words you could not but ſee, for they lie between the 
Sentences you quote from him? — Why (if I may pre- 
ſume to anſwer for you) becauſe this Arian. Sentence 
would have ſpoiledall.— ſhall not cloſe in this Author's 
Words, I ſay: Nor yet in the Words of the Writer, that 5 
you cloſe your Remarks with, © who is in Heaven now” 8 
you ſay. Tis poſſible, Sir: But let me tell you, with- Il, 
out Breach of Charity, if his Heart, when he died, was . 
not ſounder, than his Head was, when he penn'd theſe A 
remarkable Words, which you adopt, viz. « The _ A 
4 ion 
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tion of our Acceptance with GOD always was, to endea- 
WW vour to be like God in Purity and Holineſs, Juſtice and 
Rnighteouſneſs, Mercy and Goodneſs, to ceaſe zo do Euil, 
and learn io do well,” I a little ſuſpect what his End has 
been, & whether he is not lodged in ſome lower Region. 
Rut the Words I will cloſe with, ſhall be thoſe of, the 
8 General Aſſembly of the Church of ScorrAxp in an Act 
of theirs, containing Advice to Miniſters and Preachers; 
which wholeſom Words of Advice, I pray God, that Mr. 
Briant and I may conſent to and follow. They are theſe. 
© We recommend to Miniſters, that in their Sermons 
« they inſiſt r the Truth, Neceſſity and 
« Excellency of ſupernatural Revelation ; the ſupreme 
e Deity of the Son and HoLy GHosT, as well as of the 
% FATHER ; together with the Oneneſs of the God- head: 
« Our ſinful and loſt Eſtate by Nature, the Neceſlity of 
© ſupernatural Grace, and of Faith in the Righteouſneſs 
« of CHRIST, without which the beſt Works cannot 
« pleaſe God ; And that they make it the great Scope 
of their Sermons to lead Sinners from the Covenant of 
« W/orks,to aCovenant of Grace, for Life &Salvation,and 
„ fromòix andSeff to preciousChriſt :— That in preſſing 
Obedience to the Lau, they ſhew the Nature and Ex- 
« cellency of Goſpel-Holineſs ; and enforce Conformity 
to the moral Law both in Heart and Life, not from 
« Principles of Reaſon only, but alſo and more eſpeci- 
* ally of Revelation: And in Order to attain thereto, 
« 1t is neceſſary to ſhew Men the Corruption andDepra- 
« vity of human Nature by their Fall in Adam, their 
natural Impotence for, and Averſion to, what is ſpiri- 
% tyajly Good; and to lead them to the true and only 
« Source of all Grace & Holineſs, viz. Union to CurisT, 
by the Holy Spirit's working Faith in us, and renew- 
„ing us more and more after the Image of God: 
And to let their Hearers know, that they muſt be 
«firſt ingrafted into CHRIS, as their Root before their, 
* Fruit can beSavoury unto God; that they muſt have 
a new Principle to animate, and a new End to direct 
„chem, before their Actions become gracious, and ac- 
1 ceptable 
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ceptable in the Sight of God; and that they teach 
<« them the Neceſſity of living by Faith on the Son of 
God, in conſtant looking to, and Dependance on him 
<« as the great Author of all gracious Inflences, toil & 
the Performance of every Duty; and withal, after. 
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I add no more, but that Tam, 
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Your, q riend and humble Servant, 
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An APPENDIX, relating to 
the ſame Subject. : 


By one of the ATTESTATORS. 


FF 


8 HE free and rich Grace of GOD, N in 
% I $6 Man's Salvation by Jeſus Chriſt, is a Theme 
6 > 386 of the higheſt Importance ; and *tis a delight- 
MK” © © ful Theme to true Chriſtians, being ſenſible 
hat all their Comfort and Happineſs is center'd here. 
And when human Schemes are advanced, that tend to 
he depreciating of this, ſuch cannct but be affected with 
eep Concern. Now, is it not evident, that ſeveral | 
Pieces, of this unhappy Tendency, have of late Fears 
Peen publiſh'd in the Country? And particularly, is not 
X 


his the plain Scope of a Sermon, lately publiſh'd by the 
ev. Mr. L. BRIAN r, from Jai. lxiv. 6? Is it not the 
hole Drift of his Diſcourſe, to run down and decry this 
race, at leaſt in the Senſe hitherto generally receiv d 
among us, as a © Libertine Notion,” as vilifying 
uman Nature, affronting human Reaſon, and corrupt- 
IngcChriſtianity,“ turning the pure and perfect Reli · 
on of Jeſus into an idle Speculation, a myſterious Faith, 
s ſenſeleſs Superſtition, and a groundleſs Recumbency” ! 
E Indeed 


2 
1 $ 4 


FY 49 


5 * ww N a = 
. . ns 2 — TED = -— l 
» — bs hd 2 = * — — * * wa "4 W £% 
2 5 = ar pl — 
. * 1 et ＋ 2 
a, SBS og obo wat Le, 2 It — TIO {wma = — — — 
Oe — nE= I 2 by Y = " 


189. 
4 dc, 
1 

WH 
75 j 
47 

£ 

1 | 

P Þ Li 
1 
N 

p, 

*% 1 y 5 
40 

D s tt 
3 
E ; j 
ih 

: * 

; 3 jo 

. iſ! 
{4 vn 
+3 
| 

1 
110 
1 
' 1 
4 3 
8 , 
| 4 
1 Y 
1 

. >; 

| [ 
1 

1 a 
"BY 

. : 

* . 

T ! 

4 N 

9 

n ii 

. : : 
1 * 
1 * 

* 

. 

* j 
, 


„ buying, purchaſing or meriting this Grace at his 


30 KAFFE 


Indeed when he comes to defend his Sermon, he 
wou'd make ſome Appearance of owning the Doctrine 
of Grace, in theſeWords. [ RR M. p. 28.] *I aſſure you, 
<« I always preach up (what I firmly believe) that the 
& Grace of God is the original Spring of all his Crea- 
te tures Happineſs, and that there is no ſuch Thing as 


« Hands: But that *tis Free and Rich Grace. By Free 


I mean, tis the eſſential Diſpoſition of the Deity to g 
« be good: By Rich I mean, the ſame with the ſacred Hh 
« Writer, that he is good to Al, and that his tender IM . 
«© Mercies are over All his Works.” But what a MW, 
lame Confeſſion of Faith, and what a miſerable Account 
of his Preaching is here! Do's Mr. Briant believe and It 
preach no other Grace of God, but that which is © the Ne 
Spring of the Happineſs of Al his Creatures ;” and ſo 
is common to Angels, Men, and Bruits ? Do's he make If 
no Diſtinction between Providential Grace towards all ih / 
the Creatures, and Redeeming Grace towards periſhing MW 7 
Sinners? And do's he verily believe and preach, that j. 
there is u ſuch Thing | What! abſolutely, 0 ſuch IM. 
Thing at all] as Buying, Purchaſing or Meriting this MW ; 
Grace at the Hands of God ;” but that tis Unbougbt Ny 
Grace?“ as he terms it, in abſolute Language, without Ih 
any Guard or Limitation. KEM. p. 18.] Surely, Mr. N 
Briant's Expreſſions in both Places are very incautious, iſ; 
if he holds the Doctrine of CH RIST's Atonement, in any It 
Senſe but the Socinian; which reſolves it into meer Me-W. 
4 985 and confeſſes no proper Satisfattion, or Purchaſe a 
of Redemption at the Hands of Divine Juſtice, but aſ- y 

cribes Salvation ſimply to the Grace of God; that Grace, II 
Mr. Briant ſays, he preaches up and firmly believes ; / 
which is © the Spring of the Happineſs of all the Crea- W7 
tures” in common; which is Free”, in that *tis the WW 
d eſſential Diſpoſition of the Deity to be good”, and 
which is “ Rich,“ in that it is ſo extenſive, even © over ji | 
all the Works of his Hands,” — But what Confuſion ih, 


and Error is here ! 


„ 


That 


A cms 


By another Hand. 31 


That Goodneſs is an eſſential Attribute of God, ' tis 
readily acknowledg'd : but then it muſt be own'd, 7, 
tice is ſo too. And is it not as much the eſſential Diſ- 
poſition of the Deity to be juſt, as to be good? Therefore 
God hath ſent his Son to be the Propitiation for our Sins, 
to theEnd that he might be Juſt, and yet the Juſtiſier of 
him which believeth in Jeſus. Wou'd it not have been 
unſpotted Juſtice in God, had he puniſh'd fallen Man 
with everlaſtingDeſtruction, without aRemedy ? Wou'd 
he not have remain'd eſſentially good, had he never been 
communicatively ſo, at leaſt, in reſpect of Salvation to any 
of his Rebel-Creatures ? After the Apoſtacy, was not 
nt God at Liberty to /uſpend the Exerciſe of his Goodneſs 


toward us, unleſs an Atonement were made to his offend- 


he Wed Juſtice ? His Grace therefore eminently appears in 
3 his Kindneſs to us by Feſus Chriſt; as he hath ſet him 
ke 


forth to be a Propitiation for Sin, thro? Faith in his Blood. 
al ¶ And the Diſtinction in this Regard between the Caſe of 
Men and Devils, puts an admirable Luſtre on redeem- 
ing Grace; making it appear gloriouſly free. In the 
common Acceptation of the Word, Grace connotes the 
hi Unworthineſs of the Object, and the Condeſcenſion of Di- 
vine Love: the Addition of the Epithet, Free, ſeems to 
heighten the Senſe, and may particularly denote 
Ir. God's ſovereign Liberty in chuſing the Objects of his Fa- 
vour. Agreeably by this Phraſe, the free Grace of God, 
Divines truly Calviniſtical underſtand his ſpecial Love 
and Favour, thro? Jeſus Chriſt, terminated on Creatures 
aſe altogether unlovely, and ſelecting ſome ſuch for itsObjects, 
while paſſing by others ia the /ame Condition : accord- 
ing to that of our Saviour, Even ſo, Father, for ſo it 
emed good in thy Sight. (Matth. xi. 26 )—But does Mr. 
ca Brianc own the Freeneſs of Divine Grace in his Senſe ? 
No; he expreſly diſclaims it. SER. P. 7, 8. 
and And then as to his Conſtruction of the other Epithet, 
Rich, what a wrong Idea does it convey ? The Text 
ion What he quotes, Pſal cxlv. 9. The Lord is good to all, &c. 
Iss nothing to the Purpoſe for which he alledges it: 
hat I It does not hold forth to us (as he inſinuates) that there 
E 2 18 
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ment of which they may all certainly attain Salvation: 
Bur it refers only to common and outward Favours, of 
which All (both Saints and Sinners, yea and the very 
Bruits) partake while in this World. (See Y. 15,16.)And 
it is parallel with thoſe Texts, Matth. v. 4.5. He maketh 
his Sun to riſe on the Evil and on the Good, &c. And 
Luk. vi. 35. He is kind to the Unthankful, and to the 
Evil. This Notion of univerſal Grace, i. e. that there 
is ſufficient Grace given to all, both Heathens and profeſs d 
Chriſtians, for their Converſion and Salvation ( which 
Mr. Briant muſt mean, it he means any Thing to the 
Purpoſe) is utterly inconſiſtent with the Principles of 
Calviniſm, and is one of the prime Doctrines of Armini- 
215.— None of the Calviniſts ſuppoſe, that the Richnej; 
of Divine Grace conſiſts in theUmver/ſolity of it's Extent; 
but in the unſearchable Treaſure of Benefits it commu:- 
nicates, and in the infinite Expence it was at for the 
Purchaſe of them by Chriſt's preciousBlood,as well as in 
it Triumphs over infinite Demerits, and in the vaſt Mul- 
titude of it's choſen Objects, who being all unleſerving, 
might juſtly have been left (as well as the fallen Angel 
and many of their Fellow-Men) to periſh eternally in 
their, Wickedneſs. If this Grace were not ſpecial, but 
all Men were ſharers'i in it indifferently, it would not ap- 
pear ſo wonderful in our Eyes, and fo precious, as it now 
does: even as worldly Riches, if common to all, would 
not appear of ſuch Value, as when in the Hands of a 
ſelect Number of Men. 

But if Grace univerſal and ſufficient be given without 
Diſt in&tion, why then ate not all converted? The A 
minians anſwer, becauſe ſome co-operate with this Grace, 
and others not ; ſome duly i improve what is given them, 
and ſo (purſuant to Promile) receive more; while others 
reject it, and periſh, — So that (according to them) it 
is in the Power of their own Wills, whether this Grace 
ſhall ſucceed, or not; and the true Reaſon, why Peter 
Was converted, and not Judas, was not becauſe of the 
Predominancy of Grace, but becaule the one by his Wil 


* 


ay — Jv or” — 8e — 


1 * 6 6 5 once UG, ” #1, _[ warmth 


Zy another Hand. 


33 
1//i/] made the Grace of GOD effectual; whereas the 
other, for want of the like Improvement of his Free-Mill, 


was loſt. —— But is this Doctrine of the Univerſaliſts, 
the Doctrine of the Bible? I trow not. What ſays our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt? Matth. xi. 25, 26. Thou haſt bid 
theſe Things from the Wiſe and Prudent, and haſt revealed 
them unto Babes, & c. So, Chap. xiii. 1 1. I is given unto you 
to know the Myſteries of the Kingdom of Heaven, but to 
them it is not given. What ſays St. Paul? Rom. ix. 18. 
Therefore hath he Mercy, on whom he will have Mercy. 
So, 1 Cor. iv. 7. Who maketh thee to differ from another? 
And what haſt thou, that thou didſt not receive? 2 
But I need not inſiſt here, *till Mr. BRIAN be fa 
honeſt as to own- more explicitly, that he is Arminian in 
this, as well as other Points ; it being a main Part of 
my Deſign in this Ap⁵ENDIx, rather to ##umaſk. Errors, 
than to refute them, (which it will be Time eno to do 
when they are more openly and formally acknowledg- 
ed, and when defended by Arguments, inſtead af Banter 
and Harangue.) And this I am led to by Mr., Briant's 
loud Complaints of the Attefators to Mr. Porter's 
Sermon, for fixing the Charge of Arminianiſm upon him 
(with others ;) which he ſays, is founded © only, upon 
his Interpretation of one ſingle Text, without any other 
Foundation — If this be ſo, we may have wronged him 
in our Atteſtation :— But if I miſtake not, it can eaſily 
be made appear, upon a ſtrict Examination of his Ser- 


mon and Letter, that they are both inconſiſtent with 


the commonly received Doctrines, called Calviniſtical; 
and that (notwithſtanding his Subterfuges and fly Turns 
in his Friendly Remarks, by which he tho't, perhaps to 
impoſe upon weak Minds) he will finally turn out a 
rank Arminian, at beſt. . n 
I know indeed, that Men of his Caſt are not willing 
to own the Name, (becauſe at. preſent it is a Name of 
Reproach in the Country) and ſome of them have the 
Face expreſly to deny it : -- But what do they mean 


| ſuch Denial ? -- Why, either (1.) That they don't hold 


exactly with Arminius in every Point: Or, (2.). That 


— 
- ww * 6 3 2 
. 
< 3 Wo ; 
- wu p 4 
— 1 4 > . 
* 
* : © 8 7 5 » >. hs 1 1 
* - ww ' 
> . 
.. a * 5” 


4 
"oh 
4, 
Mi 
9 
F 
k 


P . 


. n —— Ter 
— — - 


r < - 
1 en * 0 
— n——_ ra pr —— 


ESE > — 2 
- a — 


— . — b — 
Fn — 4. — 
2 9 
an - ” So — — 
r Po — as Py 


2 2 — JET . — - 


—_— — — — 
1 - K 0 . —— 


aut — — 
— EOS» DT one ee P 
— — — — 
— o —U—U — 


2 
2 = — — — 


* 


2 


= 5 n y 
FTCTCCͤͥͤͥ00 ²˙·Üm wan eo 5c 


— I 
== 


. "DI 


— — 


N — 
Sr EE . 2 


— 2s 
- 
-— 
— — 


0 wv 


W—_—_ 2 


— — — — 


—— — — 
— - 2 ů —³ðè; m 


SS 


— 
—_— 


W- . _ EE, "OF Oo 
> 
2 4 - 
— —— IEG . _ 
— SES — bad 
2122 — — 
on _ - 
on . * _—— 
<a — — 1 
— — * 


— — 
2 — 


. 


* Y 3 " - _—_ 
: t 
* * 223 224 
— —— —ͤ—ͤ— . 
— - bs 3 
"IS; a — 


= 


of reviving the Semi-Pelagian Errors, in the Proteſtant 
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they do not make Arminius the Maſter of their Faith; 
that they do not hold ſuch Doctrines as they are Armi- 
nius's, but as they are the Doctrines of the Bible, as the 

apprehend. As to the firſtPretence, tho' they don't 
hold exactly with Arminius in every Point, yet in as 
much as they do in the main Points, they may be juſtly 
ſtiled Arminians; and they had better be contented with 
this Name, if they would not have @ worſe ; for they ge- 
nerally go further from the Truth, than even Arminius 
did, & their Difference from him is on the wrongHand.— 
As to the ſecond; Who ever called them Arminians in 
that Senſe, that they make Arminius the Lord of their 
Faith? -- Is it not plain, that all we intend by this Name, 
is, that they hold the ſame Doctrines, in Sum and Sub- 
ſtance, that Arminius did; who was the great Inſtrument 


World ? -- Is it not then evident Tricking andColluſion, 
to deny themſelves to be Arminians upon this Ground ?-- 
And is it not as trickiſh and diſingenuous, to be perpe- 
tually throwing it in the Teeth of thoſe Divines called 
Calviniſtical, that they make Calvin the Maſter of their 
Faith; that they << enſlave their Minds and the Minds 
e of the People to human Schemes and Authorities; 
that they teach them to © ſubſtitute the Writings ot 
« weak fallibleMen, in the Room of Chriſt and hisGol- 
<« pel, Sc.“ (p. 27,28. REM.) Whereas they know, that 
there is not a Calviniſt upon Earth in his Senſe — Can't 
we look upon Calvin as an eminent Man of GOD, and 
the Doctrines he taught as agreable to the Scriptures, 
without being ſtigmatiz d as ſetting him up in the Room 
of Chriſt ! -- Can't we receive a Confeſſion of Faith, tho 
drawn up by fallible Men, as a true Expoſition of the 
Doctrine of the Bible, without enſlaving our Minds to 
human Schemes? - And can't we (for the Direction of 
our own Conduct) aſk others, whether they are agreed 
with us in this, without enſlaving them alſo ? — For my 
Part, I am but little acquainted with the Writings of 
Calvin: But yet I am willing to be called a Calviniſt, 
that others may know what — of Principles I Hold 
12 10 
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By another Hand. 35 
to be founded upon the Word of GOD ; and don't de- 
fire (as the Manner of ſome is) to muffle my ſelf up in 
Shade and Obſcurity, in general Terms, and ambiguous 
Expreſſions, as if aſhamed of my Principles; which Con- 
duct, in whomſoever it's found, I look upon as a dark 
Sign, agreable to 2 Pet. 2. 1. | | 

But to come more directly to what I aim at : -- As one 
of the Attetators, I think there are two Things eſpecially 
incumbent upon me. | 

I. To ſee more particularly what Grounds there are to 
fix the Charge of Arminianiſm upon Vir. Briant. And, 

II. To take ſome Notice of his Remarks upon the 
Word, Our, in his Text. 

I. I ſhall mention ſome Things in Support of the 
Charge of Arminianiſin bro't againſt him. 

When I firſt peruſed Mr. Briant's Sermon, whatever 
my Opinion might be of hisOr7bodoxy, I tho't him honeſt, 
and open enough in declaring his own Principles, ( tho? 
{ ſhould have been glad, it he had been as Honeſt in re- 
preſenting thePrinciples of his Opponents : ) And by the 
Concluſion of his Sermon one would have tho't, that no- 
thing would make him flinch from what he had fo 
plainly deliver'd as the Truth. I am ſenſible ( ſays he) 
that this Sort of Preaching is not calculated for the gene- 
ral Taſte of the preſent Age: -- It may not at preſent be 
the Way to popular Applaule, or to prieſily Favours: -- 

However if it be the Way of Truth, tho'the aſſerting of 
it ſhould expoſe a Man to Poverty and Contempt, and 
all Manner of temporal Inconveniencies, a ſtedfaſt Faith 
and inflexible Virtue will readily reply, — None of theſe 
Things move me, neither count 1 my. Life dear to me, &c. 
(And to the ſame Purpoſe he ſpeaks, p. 6.) Here ſeems 
to be the moſt magnanimous Reſolution, fixedly to ad- 
here to the Scheme of Doctrine, that he had advanced, 
let Death, or what would, be the Conſequence : Burt in- 
ſtead of abiding conſtant in the Day of Trial, how ſoon 
does he turn his Back (what thePrinciple orMotive was, 
bis Conſcience knows beſt ! ) and in his Reply to Mr. 
Porger, would fain perſwade the World to believe, © that 
. there 
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36 APPENDIX, 
there is no Controverſy between them, but only as tg 


of 1/aiah ;,” and that © what follows in Mr. Porter, 


< vulgarMinds,” that he is more Calviniſtical, than even 


or Reaſons why we charg'd him with Arminianiſm in 


ſiſtable (or efficacious) Grace, and of the final Perſeve- 


— N= 


Nr 


know that are converſant with their Writings.— And 


ſo does Mr. Briant. p. 7, 8. 


the Senſe and Deſign of one ſingle Paſſage, in the Book 


Sermon could not with the leaſt Colour of Reaſon be 
apply'd to any Thing he had deliver'd.”— In ſhort, in 
his „ fly and covert Way,” he would inſinuate into 


Mr. Porter himſelf; tho' yet he can't help bewraying 
himſelf every now and then, as appears by his Deſcrip- 
tion of free and rich Grace (of which I have ſpoken be. 
fore,) and by other Strokes, which I may perhaps take 
Notice of by and by, 


But the Sermon J am to begin with; and the Ground; 


this, are ſuch as theſe. 
I. The Arminians deny the Doctrines of perſonal and 


unconditional Election, of original Sin, of tree and irre. 


rance of the Saints :— And does not Mr. Briant do the 
ſame, in his Sermon, p. 7, 8 ?— After he had protelsd 
himſelf to be Orthodox in one Point at leaft ; namely, 
that the Scriptures are the only Rule, he immediately 
falls toul upon theſe Doctrines, repreſenting them un 
hideous Colours, and diſpatching them all at a Blow. — 
He again vilifies and burleſques the Doctrine of original 
Sin. p. 24. And likewiſe that of Perſeverance. p. 2 5, 26, 
II. The Arminians are ever charging it upon the 
Calviniſts, that their Doctrines tend to Licentiouſneſs, 
and that there is no Neceſſity, upon their Scheme, of in- 
herent Holineſs. — And does not Mr. Briant herein 
follow them, in his Sermon, p. 8, 9, 25, 26. And even 
in his Remarks, in the Title-Page, by quoting that Text, 
Turning the Grace of GOD into Laſciviouſneſs, as appli- 
cable to Mr. Porter and thoſe like minded ?— 
III. The Arminians laugh at the Calviniſts for laying 
ſuch Streſs on Faith in Chriſt, calling it a myſterious Faith, 
a groundleſs Recumbency, an idle Speculation, &c. as all 
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By another Hand. T 


IV. The Arminians deny the Doctrine of free Juſti - 
fication by the imputed Righteouſneſs of Chriſt, ex- 
cluſive of all Works: + And does not Mr. Briant do the 
{ame ? Does not he chiefly level his Artillery ( ſuch as 
it is) againſt this Doctrine; other Things coming in ag 
it were incidencally ! - And isn't he himſelf conſcious 
of this, when he acknowleges that he is oppoſing a 
« oreat Part of the Chriſtian World”. p. 19. That he 
goes againſt 4 the general Taſte of the preſent Age; 
and that “ this Sort of Preaching is not the Way ta 
« popular Applauſe or prieftly Favours”. p. 30. And 
intimates ſome conſiderable Hazard in it, which by “ a 
« ſtedfaſt Faith and inflexible Virtue”, he hoped to o- 
vercome p. 31. --- Andis all this Cry grounded upon 
nothing but his putting a different Conſtruction upon 
na © one ſingle Text“, while he fully agrees with the Calvi; 
re. uiſts in the great Point of Juſtification as ſufficiently eſtab- 
ve. liſhed from other Texts ? --- I can't have ſo mean an 
the Opinion of his Underſtanding, as to think he meant ſo; 
4 but what then muſt he mean, unleſs what he is charged 
ich above, which was ſufficient indeed to put him into 
ey! Pannick ? | 

in 1 would obſerve further in Support of this Charge, 
me 1. That he applies ſeveral Scripture-Phraſes, which 
nal by Calviniſts are generally underſtood of the Righteouſ- 
26. ness of Cbhriſt, to the perſonal Righteouſneſs of Men ; 
che Ml ſuch as the % Robe, the edding-Garment; the fne Lin- 
efs, I ven clean and white ; and plainly ſignifies that this is all 
in- that is meant by them. p. 15, 16.--- Query, Does Calvin 
ein gree with him in this?-- Let him look and ſee.— And 
ven! further, Can he have the Face to ſay, that all the Con- 
ext, troverſy between him and Mr. Porter, and his Atteſtatars, 
oli is about one ſingle Text; eſpecially ſince Mr. Porter 
mentioas theſe Texts, and puts a direct contrary Inter- 


ing i 1 pretation 
it h | | F 4 

f 5 + Arminius (ſays one of his Contemporaries ) aſſerit, in hominis 
| coram Deo juſtificatione, juſtitiam Chriſti non imputari in juſtiti- 
\nd um; verum ipſam Fidem ſeu to Credere, per gratioſam Dei ac. 
F 


ceptationem, eſſe juſtitiam illam noſtram, qua coram Deo juſtifi,. 
The camur. 
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fole Matter of our Juſtification, how comes it about, that 
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pretation upon them ? — And then again, if he owns 
the (active and paſſive) Righteouſneſs of Chriſt to be the 


he applies theſe Scripture-Phraſes ſolely to perſonal Righ- 
teouſneſs, when (upon Suppoſition of the Truth of that 
Doctrine) they moſt naturally refer to imputed Righte- 

ouſneſs? 5 | 
2. Let any One read his Sermon attentively, and he 
will ſee “ without inward Illumination”, that the whole 
Run of it is to prove, that the Condition of our Accep- 
tance with GOD (or in other Words, of our Juſtifica- 
tion) is the perſonal Righteouſneſs of Men.— Hence 
theſe Paſſages, as a Samplar : -- * The pure Religion 
of Jeſus ſuſpends our whole Happineſs upon our perſonal 
good Behaviour“, Sc. p. 7.-- © *Tis the Condition of 
our final Happineſs”. p. 1o, 28.-- It “ renders the 
Saints amiable in GOD's Sight, and is the Condition of 
all his Favours to them”. p. 20.-- Our Forgiveneſs of 
Sins and final Acceptance with the Father through the 
Merits of the Son is upon the CONDITION of Faith, 
Repentance and good Living”. p. 29.-- © Thoſe who de- 
cry moral Vertue -- as a Thing of no Avail towards 60. 
taining the divine Favour, — do in Effect ſubvert the 
very fundamental Priaciples of natural and revealedRe- 
ligion”. p. 30.-- And to the ſame Purpoſe he ſpeaks(or 
rather the precious Miniſter of Chriſt, as he ſtyles him, 
whom he quotes withApprobation) in hisRemarks. p.30. 
This always was the Condition of our Acceptance with 
GOD, to endeavour to be like GOD in Purity and Ho- 
lineſs, &c. to ceaſe to do evil, and learn to do well“. 
If this be not to ſet up the perſonal Righteouſneſs of 
Men in the Room of the Surety-Righteouſneſs of Chriſt, 
I know not what is. Nor do's he mention imputed Righ- 
teouſneſs, but with a Sneer. ( Serm. p. 8, 21.) _ © 
But hold, ſays Mr. Briant, you miſtake me; I have 
nothing in View thro'out my whole Diſcourſe, but to 
reſcue the Text in 1/aiah from the Abuſe that ſome put 
upon it, and meddle nothing with other controverted 
Points in Divinity that Mr, Porter treats upon. But is 
| 2 on 
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not this a plain Impoſition upon the Underſtandings of 
Men ? Caa any one read what I have juſt quoted from, 
him, or turn to the Places in the Sermon refer'd to, 
and be of this Mind? — Beſides, is it not evident from 
his Introduction and other Parts of his Diſcourſe, that 
*tis the Doctrine commonly grounded upon the Text, 
rather than the Miſtake of ſome in the Interpretation of 
it, that he chiefly aſſaults? If theCalviniſtical Doctrine of 
imputed Righteouſneſs were true, the Words of the Pro- 
phet might be applied (at leaſt ally/rvely ) to the beſt 
Righteouſneſs of Men, conſidered in the Affair of Juſti- 
fication, tho' not in an abſolute Senſe : But inſtead of 
granting this, he utterly denies, all along in his Diſcourſe, 


that the Righteouſneſs of good Men may in any Senſe 


be called filthy Rags: — Yea, inſtead of proviag his 
Point by a critical Analyſis upon the Context (as he ſhould 
have done, if all his Deſign had been to have clear'd up 
the Senſe of the Text, and not to have meddled with the 
Doctrine that ſome graft upon it) he endeavours to ſhow 
from Reaſon and commonòenſe (as well as from Revelation) 
that *tis abſurd and blaſphemous to affix this Epithet to 
perſonal Righteouſneſs : -- And what does this beſpeak, 
but that the Do#r1ine itſelf is falſe and erroneous,. which 
is grounded upon the Words? viz. That per ſonal Righ- 
teouſneſs is no more a Part of our juſtifying Righteouſ- 
neſs, than filthy Rags are a Part of our Ornament; Chriſt's 
Righteouſneſs being the ſole Matter of our Juſtification. 
When a Proteſtant argues from Reaſon and common Senſe 
that the Words, This is my Body, cannot be taken literal- 
ly; does it not follow from thence, that (in his Judg- 
ment) the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation cannot poſſi- 
bly be a Matter of divine Revelation? ---If he tho't the 
Doctrine true, tho not proved from the Text, the Method 
that he would take, would be, firſt to concede to the Truth 
of it, and then by a particular Conſidetation of the Words 
and of the Context, to endeavour to evince that they 
related to another Matter, and not to that; and would 
not run to Reaſon and common Senſe to prove the Abſur- 
dity of the popiſb 8 But Mr. Brian. 1 
| : 0 
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thod is aliene from this, as I have noted, and ſhows his 


Tendency, to argue it from other Texts? --- Muſt it not 
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ter, and diſguiſe his Intention. + © 
What may further confirm us in this, is his ſaying, MW if 
The Words of the Text as they are COMMONLY Il B 
© received, are a ſtanding Reflection on all Viztue and Nat 
& good Manners ; the moſt effectual Diſcouragement 
* that could be given to the Practice of Chriſtian Mo- 
& fality ; and conſequently one of the moſt fatal Snares 
& that could be laid for theSouls of Men.” (Ser. p. 9.) 
Is not this a direct Stroke againſt the commonly received 
Proteſtant Doctrine of Juſtification, which we hold may 
be in Part gathged from this Text, but more fully from 
other Texts? F it tends to Libertiniſm, to argue from 
theſe Words, that the beſt Righteouſneſs of Men has not 
the leaſt Hand in this great Affair, has it not the ſame 


true Deſign, however he is pleaſed to gloſs over the Mat! I 


ot 


— WR + 


then by neceſſary Conſequence be an unſcriptural Doc- 
trine? e 
And then again, if his Meaning be only to ſet the 
World right about one ſingle Text, and not to run down 
commonly received Principles and Doctrines, what is he 
after in that long Harrangue of his, in Pag. 23, 24! 
Would he throw away ſo much Rhetoric, in combating 
a Shadow ?— And muſt the Generality of Chriſtians be 
' repreſented as Fools and Madmen ; as ſwallowing the 
greateſt Abſurdities and moſt palpable Nonſenſe; a 
venting the Fictions of their own Brains, for the Doc. 
trines andPrecepts of the Goſpel ; as receiving a Scheme 
of Religion that in EVERY ARTICLE is a dowr- 
right Affront to common Senſe ; as being ready to kill 
thehappy Few (among whom beſure Mr. Briant is one) 
that have Senſe eno? and dare traſt their own Faculties 
fo far, as to fudge in themſelves what is right; and vil 
not renounce their Reaſon in Complaiſance to their ſo- 
vereign Dictates: — I ſay, muſt a great Part of the 
Chriſtian World be thus repreſented, meerly becauſ: 
they don't fee juſt as Mr. Briant does about this one 
Paſſage of Scripture ?—— Alas! What — 
un 
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$511ds have work'd him up to ſuch a Pitch of fiery Bigo- 
try on a ſudden !— But if he will honeſtly confeſs, that 
he had a further Reach in theſe Strokes (as he muſt do, 
if he will not renounce his Reaſon) we will clear him of 
Bizotry ; and deſire to know, whom they were levelled 
at. Perhaps he will turn them off upon the Papiſts, 
(which would be as natural as ſeveral of his Evaſions) 
But this he can't juſtly do, becauſe they are of one Heart 
and Soul with him in their Conſtruction of this Text, 
as well as in ſome other Things.—Whom then muſt he 
mean? — Why the ſtupid and libertine Sect of Calvi- 
ay its, that have ſuch a greatSpread in the World, who are 
m ſuch mortal Foes to Reaſon, [to uſe ſome of his ownLan- 
mW guage} who are all for believing, & nygthing for doing, 
ot MW who amuſe themſelves with a vain and groundleſs Per- 
ne ſwaſion, that there is no Need of their being righteous 
ot MW themſelves, becauſe they have the perfect Righteouſneſs 
c- of Chriſt imputed unto them, — who think it their pe- 
WH culiar Priviledge, to be diſcharged from their Obligati- 
he ons to obey their Maſter, and that they which break his 
wil Commandments, ſtand fairer for his Grace, than thoſe 
he who conſcienciouſly keep them, for fear they ſhould truſt 
1 MW to what they do :—And finally, who perſecute ſuch as 
ng are for the Way of Truth, of Honeſty and Integrity (viz. 
be Mr. Briant and thoſe like-minded) denying them popu- 
the lar Applauſe or prieſtly Favours, and endeavouring to 
bring them to Poverty and Contempt— 

00 But Mr. Briant goes on and ſays,.— If you tho't I 
mel © had taught, that we are perfectly righteous; or that 
n-. © we are as righteous as the Angels in Heaven; or what 
eil © is-worlſe ſtill, that our Righteouſneſs deferves to be 
ne) compared with the infinite Purity of the divine Na- 
ties ture; or finally, that we can merit Heaven by it ;— 
vil If theſe were your Thoughts, you have miſtaken the 
ſo· © Man,and are fighting only with your ownShadow.”-- 
the To which he adds, I challenge you, or any one, or 
uk all of your Atteſtators, to point out a ſingle Paſſage 
one © in my Sermon where the Doctrine of Juſtification by 
in © the Merit of Man's perſonal Righteouſneſs is aſſerted, 


« or from whence it can by good and neceſſary Conſe. 
« quence be infer'd.” (p. 10. REM.) Here Mr. Brian 
diſplays his Subtilty (not to ſay his Feſurtical ” Craft) 
in ſtating the Points of Doctrine in Mr. Porter'sSermon, 
fo as that he might with the better Grace deny there wa 
any Controverſy between them.— But is there not one 
chief Point relating to the Doctrine of Juſtification let 
out ( beſides other Doctrines more curſorily mentioned) 
wherein they directly militate ? Does not Mr. Porter ſay, 
that the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt is the only MA TER. 
AL, as well as the meritoriousCauſe of our Juſtification? 
And that perſonal Righteouſneſs or good Works are ſo 
far from being the Condition or Cauſe of our Juſtification, 
that they are only to be conſider'd as the Fruits and Hf, 
felts of it, and as a Part of the Salvation purchaſed by 
Chriſt ? — Why was not this mentioned, but becauſe he 
knew in his own Soul, that they were of quite different 
Sentimeats here? The rankeſt Arminian upon Earth 
will acknowledge, as far as Mr. Briant has done, in one 
of his beſt Paſſages, viz. Forgiveneſs of Sin and finalAc- 
ceptance with the Father, is throꝰ the Merits of the Son.“ 
Or, in other Words (to take the Paſſage in a favoura- 
ble Senſe) The Righteouſneſs of Chriſt ( paſſive ) is the 
only meritorious Cauſe of our] uſtification, or of the For. 
giveneſs of our Sins. (in which they make the Whole of 
Juſtification to conſiſt : ) But then they add, with Mr. 
Briant, That *tis upon the Condition of Faith, Repen- 
tance and good Living.” —(SERM. p. 29.)--All theſe, they 
think, muſt neceſſarily precede a Man's Juſtification; 
and ſo far contribute towards it, and have an actual 
Influence upon it”, that when he hath attained a Gompe- 
tency af Faith (or a good Creed) Repentance and good 
Works, he then becomes intitled to the Merits of Chriſt, 
to the Benefit of his Death & Sufferings,which procured 
theſe eaſy Terms, and make up his Defects : So, upon 
this Foundation, he may with Comfort apply them to 
his own Soul. —And is it not evident, from the Quota- 
tions already made, and from the whole Run of Mr. 
Briant's Sermon, that here he is of one Heart _—_ 


— 
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with the Arminians, at leaſt, and that he allows no more 
to Chriſt's Righteouſneſs than they do ? And is it not 
as evident, that 'tis the contrary Scheme maintained b. 
Mr. Porter, i. e. That Chriſt's Righteouſneſs is the fole 
MarrER of our Juſtification ; That *till we are juſtifi- 
ed we cannot perform one good Work, That to ſuppoſe 
good Works (or“ good living“) have an actual Influ- 
ace in the Affair, is to place them in the Room of Chriſt 
and his Righteouſneſs, Fc. I ſay is it not manifeſt, that 
ts this Scheme of Doctrine, which is loaded with fuchRe- 
proach thro'out Mr. Briant's Sermon, and is repreſent- 
ed as ſuch a Doctrine of Licentiouſneſs ? | 


75 Theſe Things conſider'd, tis aſtoniſhing to me ( as 
rell as to many others) how Mr. Br:ant dare pretend, 
1. that there is 20 Controverſy between him and Mr. Porter 


in Regard of the Doctrinals of Religion : -- Surely he 
ho't (as he once and again inſinuates he did in his Ser- 
non) that he had none but Fools and Madmen to deal 
k vith, or he would not have ventur'd upon ſuch a confi- 
> Went Aſſertion. - But what is become of his Hone 

and Integrity,” or of his © inflexible Virtue,” all this 


B hile ? — Verily he needs Some-body to write © an 
/pology” for him; as much as the Prophet or the good 
* entlemen whom he ſo vilifies. For my Part, I 
4 uſt ſay, that I never in my Life read a more bare-faced 
„Piece of Arminianiſm, or worſe, + than Mr. Briant's 
en. | Sermon 
hey 
MN; rneSzperviſor of the Preſs in this Work, happening to be that / iter, 


whom Mr. Briant (doubtleſs from his © inflexible Virtue and 
Manners”) has gone a little out of his Way to diſtinguiſh, by the 
50d rare Encomium in his LETTER (Pag. 22.) begs Leave, in Return 
- for theGentleman's Complement, and in Hopes his © Patience will 
rift, WW hold our” the Length of a Marginal Note, tho' perhaps ſomething 
red WW tedious and trying, to inſert here a few Obſervations, which may 
pon have a happy Tendency to ſet his Sermon in its genuine Light. 
\ to And I think that upon a fair impartial Examination, twill be 
found, it ought to be allow'd the Name of a Socinian, rather than 
an Arminian Piece; as partly appears from the Definition it gives 
Mr. of the Free and Rich Grace of Go, already conſider'd, and it may 
Soul be more fully from the Account it gives of ChRIs rs Preaching and 
ith Dean. Tis true, Mr. Briant ſeems well acquainted with “ the 
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Sermon is: And in uncharitable Cenſures it goes beyond ile 
moſt of the Arminian Writers. For while they charger 
the Calviniſts with holding Doctrines ſubverſive of Re. 
ligion and Godlineſs, they nevertheleſs take Care ty 
| exprelz 

% Ez : 
Magick of Sounds,” as well as the Impreſſion of © Aſſurance and 
a godly Tone,” and finding perhaps by Experience, how apt © Hear. 
ers are to be fufify d and bewilder'd with Sounds,” and confident 
Airs, he takes Occaſion now and then in his Sermon to make Uſe 
of what he calls Rabb/e-charming Sounds,” or Expreſſions that 
ſound Orthodox, which in ſome Places, as he ſaw Occaſion, he 
might deliver with an Air of Afurance, and ſomething of a Tone, 
The Phraſes I refer to, are ſuch as theſe ---- I he -rerci/ul Tenor 
of the Che- This nediatorial and infinitely gracious Scheme 
«© Thro' the Mediation of Chriſt ---- Thro' the Merits of the 
Son, &c, But it's all in looſe and general Hints only, attended with 
Ambiguity, and conveying no diſtinct determinate Idea: Nor i 
this unlike the Manner of Socinian Writers; who, notwithſtanding 
they deny Chrift's Satisfaction, yet make no Scruple to adopt ſuch 
Phraſes ; nay, ſeem to uſe them as freely as Mr, Briant, and poſſi 
bly in near the ſame Latitude of Meaning. ---- For, as in his La. 
ter ¶ p. 9.) he viſibly derides the Character of a bold graceleſ 
young Heretick ;” ſo by © innumerable broad Hints in his Sermon" 
any underſtanding Reader, without“ ward Illumination,“ may 
plainly diſcover a Socinian Latitude of Thought, particularly as to 
the End of Chriſt's coming into the World, the Character he ſuſtain'd, 
and the Nature of his Mediation. It's very obſervable, that where 
he is profeſſedly treating on this Subject (SER. p. 17, 18.) he ha 
not, as I can perceive, any the moſt diſtant Hint of Chr:/'s coming 
to make Satisfaction, or purchaſe Salvation; even tho' he had { 
inviting an Occaſion for it from that known Principle of thoſe 
whom he levels his Sermon againſt, that San&4:fication is an eſſen. 
tial and glorious Part of the Salvation purchaſed by Chriſt, and 
tho' the Drift of his Argument might have naturally led him to 
ſeek ſome Advantage from this profeſs'd Principle of theirs : Yet 
here he is all Silencè (How ſhall we account for this Conduct of 
his? Whether it was from a Fear leſt he ſhould ſeem to encout- 
age an undue and preſumptuous Reliance on the Merits and Inter. 
ceſſion of Chriſt, to the Contempt of Virtue and good Works," 
his own Conſcience knows beſt :) and other Ends only of Chriſti 
coming are aſſign d. Our Saviour (ſays he) was the gred 
* PREACHER of Righteouſneſs ---- He came to /et wp in the Werll 
« theChriftian SCHEME---- to propagateT RUTH and VERTUR — 
ref! 
the 


«© Mankind -In his Life and Practice he alfi d all Righteouſneſh 
& to ſet us an EXAMPLE of doing likewiſe ---- To recommend which 
«© to Mankind, he both lived and preached it up, and th 
Truth of his Doctrine with his moſt precious Blaad. Thy 


dM cxpreſs their Charity for them, as mg ; 
i Defign, even to ferve Religion, rather than hurt it, 
1 7 3G . | not 
u he Sum total of Mr. Briant's Account of Chriſt's mediatorial Une 
el dertaking: and not a Word in it, you ſee,of any View the Media- 
tor had to making Saris/a#ton, purchaſing Redemption, or falkilling 
ma all Righteouſneſs in our Stad: Which altho' apparently fromSerip 
ar BW ture the ſole Foundation of the Religion 85 9 ae 
ent Briant confidently inſiſts upon perſona ] Righteonfacfs as the N 
Uſe as well as the ace eee this his Divine Religion. And, 
ha WU which is truly remarkable, this Gentleman lays down the follow- 
he ingPoſition very peremptorily---- “ It ig s and onLY this Right 
one, * teouſneſs (Which ſome are pleaſed to call f/thy Rags) which Onriſt 
nor « preaches up thro' the ole of that Divine Sermon on theMownt1 
= « which contains the Sum and Subſtance of his *vbo/e ocrrins. . 
the Now, if this be Fa#, in both Parts of the Aſſertion, no Wonder 
vin that Mr. Briazt ſhould make that Obſervation (v. 30.) © Fo preach 
r vi up chiefly what Chriſt himſelf laid the eþ#2 Streß upon {whos 
ling * ther this was not moral Virtue, let every voy jules from his 
uch © Diſcourſes) muſt certainly, in the Opinion of all ſober Mon, be 
oſſi * call'd truly and properly, and in the 5% Senſe, preaching of 
La. © CrarsrT,”---- And no Wonder, he calls mord! Firtue' i the B 
dei and in ſhort he wroLs SurersTRUCTURE” of the Giftig Re- 
aan ligion, For if Chriſt's Sermon on the Mun contains his ub 
may Doctrine inSum andSubſtance, and rh and any this Righteouſneſs 
s e (or perſonal Goodneſs and Virtue) is what he preaches up thro' the 
ns, i bole of that Sermon; then it's a clear Conſequence, that Chrift's 
here BY Satigfactivn, or his filfilling all Righteouſneſs in our Stead, neither 
ba is contain'd in that Sermon, nor is any ſubſtantial: Branch of the 
ning WY Dotrine of Chriſt, is neither itſelf the Baſs, Hor Faith in it any 
du Part of the Sperftructnre of his Divine R gion. The: plai 
hole WY Truth of theCaſe is this; Bither Cbriſt SI en, by fulfllin 
ſſen. I all Righteouſneſs in our' Stead, 7s included among che Contents 
ani that Sermon; or it is ur; and let Mr. Briant malte the Aſſump“ 
n 0 tion which Way he will, ons Part or other of his Aſſertion muſt 
Je de falſe, For if Chri/'s Satisfaction or Righteouſneſs ir Included, 
Q of then per/6na/ Righteouſneſs or moral Virtue is not the anly Ngh- 
o teouſneſs he preaches up, thro" the hole of that Sermon: 
nter. if it be act included, then either that Sermon do nor compreliem 
ks," the ole Syſtem of Chriſt's Doctrine, or eHe Chriſt's Satisfactie 
rt is zo Doctrine of hir, atleaſt is not of the Sub/ſhance of his Doctrine 
pred BY not a Doctrine of any Inportance in the Schemę of Chriſtianity, =». 
Fei However, Mr. Briant perhaps is miſtaken in Point of Fa# ; and 
nong BY I think, may be eafily convinced of it, if he will only conſult thas 
done Clauſe” of this Dine Sermon, in Mareh, F 5. he muſt 
hich BY own, Chriſt himſelf declaring che grand Deßen of hi e 
{ (ht aches up Bit own Ri ae and Safe: unleſs he wall 
15 — — ty 5 ug opting the Sri Gloſrom the Fac 
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not ſeeing the Conſequence of their Principles: But Mr. 
_ Briant, in more Places than one, and I think every where 
5085 | (except 


which makes Chriſt's fu/#/ling the Law to conſiſt only in giving 
a perfect Expoſition and a perfect Example. But if Mr. Briant 
can allow himſelf toSocinian;/e here, I ſhall leſs wonder at his Con- 
duct in ſetting forth the commonly receiv'd Doctrine of Chriſt's 
Satisfafion in the Manner he has done, with ſuch an Air of Bur- 
leſque, as in the following Paſlage of his Sermon. ( 25.) © Gap 
eis already SATISFIED in all his Demands, his Law, his Honour, 
4 his RIGOROUS RELENTLESS Juſtice are all saTIs FIE D, and there 
« is nothing left for Man to do, but to believe this undoubting- 
* ly, -&c.--Yet I confeſs, I ſhould wonder, if any one cou d indulge 
himſelf thus in Banter(almoſt to Profaneneſs)on this ſacred Subject 
and vent ſuch © unſanQlfy'd Spleen” in a Caſe of eternal Concern- 
ment, who had any realBelief of the Doctrine of Chriſt's Satisfaction, 
or at leaſt who had any due Conception of its infinite Importance 
in the Chriſtian Scheme, and ſaw the Neceſſity of its being be- 
lieved and preached, with a View to diſcover and diſplay the ex- 
ceeding Riches of Divine Grace in Man's Redemption by the Blood 
of Atonemevt. 11 To Tanna Fon 4" jp git 
In ſhort then, never call any Piece Calviniſtical, never call it ſo 
much as Arminian, that diſowns and treats with Indignity ſuch.z 

and Article of the Chriſtian Revelation, as Chriſt's Satisfaction. 

ot deſervesno better Name than that ofSocizian.---But I recolleR, 
Mr. Briant has enter d his Caveat againſt “ calling Names, in Con- 
troverſy : nor am I fond of doing it, eſpecially with per/ona/ Appli- 
cation, I ſhall therefore wave calling him 5 any Name, unleſs 
it be the Reverſe of that long Name . has honour'd e with in 
his. Letter: but for a conciſe one, I refer him to his Friend Dr. 
MavnEw, who may beſt know the Name and ſecretHiſtory of that 
new Set he has diſcover d, and very conſiſtently chaſtis d in ene 
of his printed Lectures (p. 148, 149.) whoſe diſtinguiſhing Tenet, 
1-perceive, is this. That Chriſt did not preach the Goſpel, nor di- 
& fign'd to do it, but his Doctrines and Manner of Preaching auer: 
* Legal ;; Or, which is the ſame Thing, that“ he wor Te 
nor. our Lord's Preaching avas moral; in ſhort, That Chriſt al- 
ways preached the Law, and never the Goſpel. -A Tenet, as it 
happens, bordering pretty near uponMr.BrianT's ; That it is MORAL 
Vix rox, this and ONLY this Righteouſnrſigwhich Chriſt preaches. up 
ihre the WHOLE of his divine Sermon on the Mount; which contain 
the Sum and Subſtance of his WHOLE Doctrine. But whether he 
is one of this ne Sed, his Intimate who made the Diſcovery. of 
it, can beſt inform. In the mean Time, I ſhall ſtudy ſor no 
« odions Appellations; and deſire always to be careful how.I 
mirgle axonal Reflections with Diſputes, and that I rake nat up 4 
Reproach againſt my Neighlour, nor bring a railing Accuſation, as.the 
Manner of ſome 7s 5.50 whom I wiſh better Principles and a bexa 
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except in his Quotation from Foſter) makes them equi 15 


3 S. TSS S . BFS F F FR 


"By Bother Han. 47 


bad in Practice as in Principle, and repreſents them as 
the moſt finiſh'd Set of Villains upon Earth, — utter 
Enemies to all Holineſs and good Works. A vile 
and infamous Satyr indeed ! b TIL SOIT RT 
On thisOccaſion, I can't help ſaying, one would think, 
that theſe Men who talk ſo much{in the Pulpit] of the 
Neceſlity of perſonal Righteouſneſs and good Living, 
and appear ſo zealous againſt Libertine-Principles and 
Practices, would [out of the Pulpit} diſcover themſelves 
to be ſome of the holieſt Men upon Earth: But alas! 
is their not too viſible Ground for the Obſei vation, 
which a dignify'd Layman (no Friend to New-Ligl t) 
not long ago made, namely, That the Men who talk fo 
much of good Works, he tho't, had the leaſt good Works of 
any Men? - And what if 1 ſhould ſay, hat it was ſpoken 
with peculiar Reference to Mr. B. and fome of his In- 
timates? 5 5 ee 2607 aa bot 
Tis in vain to urge Holineſs upon Men, without lay- 
ing a proper Foundation for it in Union with Chriſt by 
Faith, in the Regeneration of the Soul which is dead in 
Treſpaſſes and in Sins, &c.— Without this, Miniſters 
do but build Caſtles in the Air. But what of this ap- 
pears in Mr. Briant's Sermon? — Doesn't he ſeem to 
hold forth all along, that there is a ſufficient Foundation 
tor Holineſs laid in the Nature of Man; fo that tis but 
improving his natural Reaſon and Power of moral Agen- 


cy, and he will arrive to it?; . 
Object. But does not he hold forth the Neceſſity of 
theSpirit's Influence in his Sermon? I anſwer, Les; 
but the Influence Mr. Briant ſpeaks of, is only upon 
« Minas well diſpoſed” already, and meerly in a Way of 
“ Concurrence.” They firſt rightly improving what they 
have by Nature, then the Spirit of GOD comes in, to 
aſſiſt in compleating theWork z-:co-operating with them 
till all the Divine Virtues are produced, and they have 
« put on the New-Nature of Right Action.“ SER. p. 
16,—19.)—This'is the Scheme of Doctrine, by which 
ne 
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in the World: Vet isn'rit in truth but pootly ſerved, 
as he himſelf ſeems to be ſenſible ? (Pag. 29.) Has not 
ſuch Sort of Preaching rather a Tendency to baniſh 
out of the World? How many, that have endeavour 
to practiſe upon this Scheme, have afterwards confeſs'd, 
that they found all their Labour to be in vain; that not- 
withſtanding their ſtrongeſt Reſolutions and Endeavout, 
they could not get the Victory over their inward Corrup- 
tious, whatever Reſtraint was laid upon the outward Acta. 
But that when GOD had diſcover'd the Goſpel- Way ef 
Salvation to them, and had wro't in them the Belief of 
the Truth, they then ately found what they be- 
fore ſought in vain the Power of their Corruptions was 
broken, and the Practice of Sin with Delight, caſt off 

Before I leave this Head, I can't but juſt take Notice 
how Mr. Briant ſeems to flout at ** ſome of the moſt 
pious and zealous of Chriſt's Embaſſadors, their bittet 
Cry about the preſent Decay of Zeal for the Faith of 
the Fathers; and what a ur he caſts upon our vene- 


| rable Fore-Fathers in that rude Expreſſion, * the Faith 


which was then imported. (p. 20. REM.) — How con- 
temptible does this Faith appear in his Eyes, when he 
ſpeaks of it in ſuch a ludicrous Manner? And whata 
mean Opinion has he of the Inporters themſelves, as 
well as ibeir Principles? 1 05 
_ Having thus renew'd and confirm'd the Charge of 
eArminianiſm bro't againſt Mr. B. (in which tis Pity he 


Laity) I now proceed to the other Thi opos d. 
II. To A* ſome Notice of Mr. Brient's — 
wpen the Word, Our, in his Text; his changing of 
1 for 2 Tbeir, nibh Sermon, the GP 
tors t to be a Abuſe of the Text, by ak 
9 N So kn yin * 
The Sum and Subſtance of what he here ſays, is this, 
May we not rationally ſuppoſe, that the Prophet is here 
ſpeaking in a publick Capacity, and that he was the Peo- 


Conſequence, not defigaing to include himſelf, el 


le Moutb to GOD in this humble Confeſſion ; and of Wi 
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ſpeak of his own perſonal(bur only of a general)Guwit:*«. 
But what Neceſſity is there of ſuppoſing this? — Does 
not the Word, Our, in it's natural Import include, not 
only the Prophet, but all the Righteous in the ei Na- 
tion ? -- Why then muſt we depart from the proper atfl 
literal Senſe of the Term? — Mayn't another, that is 
an Enemy to the Doctrine of Aſſurance, as well come 
and ſay, that he ſuppoſes, the Prophet does not include 
himſelf, but is only perſonating a few extraordinary good 
Men in the 7ewiſh Church, when he ſays in this Prayer, 
Doubtleſs thou art our Mandan Thou, O Lord, art our 
Father,onr Redeemer — We are thine — We\ſhall be ſaved, 
&c,— Would not his Reaſoning be as cogent and con- 
cluſive, as Mr. Briant's? — And muſt not the Doctrine 
of Aſſurance neceſſarily fall before him; this Conſtruc- 
tion affording him a Key to get rid of all the Men and 
Our's and other appropriating Terms in the Bible, on 
which ſome lay ſo much Streſs in Support of this Doc- 
trine ? — But ſurely Mr. Briant will not admit of this; 
ſince he is ſuch an Enemy to all Doctrines, that tend 
« to rob ſincere upright Chriſtians of that divine Com- 
fort they are the proper Heirs of, and to fill their Minds 
with needleſs Fears and Scruples about their ſpiritual 
State,” And therefore we may rationally conclude, he 
will readily grant, that the Prophet includes himſelf, 2 
well as other good Men of that Time, in hν, 
And if ſo, I would aſk, why the Words, Our and Ws 
muſt not be underſtood. | in the ſame Latitude andExtent 
thro'out this Prayer? 
No, this can't be, ſays Mr. \Briant;: bernd of 
— in the Context, &c. But what are theſe ? ——— 
The firſt he alledges is in the ſame Verſe with his Text 
We are all as an unclean hing. Upon which heiremarks, 
** The Prophet muſt(unle ofa you will confound all Cha: 
racters) here perſonate the Jewiſs Church and People 
and ſpeak in their Names.” But why can't a 
Man ſpeak thus, including himſelf, without confound- 
ing Characters ? --- Pray, what does that Confeſſion a- 
mount to, more than this, We TIES or, Me 
are 
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are all defiled with Sin? — And mayn't a good Man in 
tend himſelf, as well as others, in ſuch an Expreſſion, 
without ſetting himſelf upon a Level with the worſt o 
Sinners; or without making himſelf a Sinner of equi 
Degree with them? — Does not the Apoſtle ſay, 0 
wretched Man that I am,who ſhall deliver Me, &c ?--Ani 
does he confound Characters here? — What does the 
Expreſſion import, but the deep Senſe he had of his n Ind 
tive Corruption, which mixed it ſelf with and adhered” 
to his very beſt Performances? — And does not Ju") 
(the beſt Man then alive) ſay, Behold, Jam vile, i. e. aM® 
wretched, filthy, polluted Creature]! Chap. XL.—And 
why mayn't Iſaiab be underſtood as ſpeaking in the ſam 
Senſe with theſe good Men, in this Part of his Confeſſion 
as far as it related to himſelf ? —— *Tis certain, the 
ly are conſcious of ſuchDefects and Failures in them: 
ſelves, and ſuch Proneneſs to Sin, that they find juſt 
Cauſe, in Confeſſions ot Sins, to join themſelves with o 
ther Men; —as this very Prophet elſewhere doth. Chap 
VI. 5. Wo is me, for I am undone, becauſe I am a Man iff 
unclean Lips, and I dwell in the midſt of a People of undleay 
Lips.— And pray, what more 1s there in the Words 
which Mr. Briant brings as an Objection, than in the 
Words now quoted? — The Prophet indeed ſpeaks of W 
the Uncleanneſs of his Lips; but doesn't that imply ſome 
Uncleanneſs of Heart too? — For out of the Abundance of 
the Heart the Mouth ſpeaketh. Matt. XII. 34. And he 
ſpeaks likewiſe in as ſtrong Terms of his own Un- 
cleanneſs, as of that of the People's : — Isn't there then 
as great a Confuſion of Characters here, as can poſſibly 
be ſuppoſed in the other Place ? — What Evaſion can 
Mr. Briant have here ?— He muſt e'en fight it out with 
the Prophet, if he ſtill thinks it Confuſion, or a blend- 
ing of Characters, to join Saints and Sinners in the ſame 
general Confeſſion. e ; 
I have ſometimes tho't, how Mr. Briant would have 
triumph'd in it as an Argument ungainſayable, if the 
Prophet, inſtead of ſpeaking fo particularly in this Place, 
had only ſaid in general, Wo zo us; ws are undone, for 
WI 
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f are ALL of unclean Lips. How ſtrongly would he 
ave pleaded, that the _— could not poſſibly: in- 
Jude himſelf, but only ſpake as the Repreſentative of 
e People? And how eaſily would he have got rid of 
Wc Us and We and All in the Text? — What, a good 


u lan and a Prophet (he would have been ready to ſay) 
heli} One that was all along in the full Exerciſe of Grace“; 


nd yet undone ! Under a Wo, and a baſe, foul-mouth'd 
mutty . Fellow! — It would be almoſt © Blaſphe-. 
y”, to ſuppoſe it. It would be an evident “ con- 
ounding of all Diſtinctions between Good and Evil, be- 
ween the Saint and rheSinner.”—- This ſurely would 
ave been a much better Plea, than any he has produc- 
d ; but with what an ill Grace does it appear now? —» 


end Mr. Briant, if he has the humble Spirit of the in- 
u. Hired Prophet, will confeſs bim/alf to be aMan of unclean . 
ue, and as an unclean Thing. Which of theCommand- 
„ ents does he keep as he ſhould, without defiling him- 
M & "a the Breach thereof, in Thought, Word, or 
LICEQ ! a yt os | 7 YU mY Mo nt 
J This Text may ſerve as a Key, to unfold all the o- 
her parallel Places, that he alledges, wherein he thinks 
he Wat the Word, Our, mult not be taken perſonally, but 
of W<prelentatively ; it being as rational to ſuppoſe that the 


Prophet takes in himſelf there, as in this Place, ſince 


9 the Expreſſions are not ſo ſtrong as they be here. 
he Hand thus I might fairly diſmiſs the Point, But leſt he 


'n. ould think this a MEET Evaſion, I ſhall a little coal; ider ; 
en Ihe other Places mentioned. * 


« 


% - 


ly be next is Iſai, LXIII. 17. {till a Part of this Pray - 
nr. ly haſt thou bardnedOUR. Heart from thyFear F-- 
i If you apply this to the Prophet ( ſays Mr. B.) you, 
d. Nix the worſt of Characters, that is any where given of 
ne Ihe moſt abandon'd Men on Earth, on one of the beſt. 
t Men then alive.”— I anſwer, there are Degrees of 
ve Hardneſs; --- ReigningHardneſs,of Heart is indeed the 
he proper Character of the worſt of Men; but is there nor 
e ſomespice of this Hardneſs(tho not reigning)in the beſt 
far ot Men? —. As for as Sin remains iu them ſo far their 
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does he lament it and mourn over it ? — The more 


Hardneſs of his Heart :-- The Light of Faith is an 


Children of GOD.— (Mr. BRIAN, art thou a Maſter 


Hearts are hard ; and therefore they may well inchidy 
themſelves in ſuch general Expreſſions. — How oftey 
do we read of Har — 4 of Heart in the very Apoſtle, 
the beſt Men then on Earth? Mart vi. 52.—vin. 17.— 
xvi. 14.— Hence it is, that Chriſtians in general ay ha 
thus cautioned, Heb. iii. 13 Exhort one another: daily, th 
leſt any of you be hardned, &c. But what is all this £* 
to the Purpoſe ? will Mr. Briant ſay. This was no l 
the Caſe of Iſaiah at this Time; — His Heart was no © 
hardned, when he made this Prayer; but he appears ty 

be in a high Exerciſe of Grace. I readily grant, * 
that he was ſo, and that a hardned Frame of Spirit is} ©: 
inconſiſtent with the Exerciſe of Grace; — But then t 
ſay, that a Senſibility of Hardneſs, and the Exerciſe of cl 
Grace, are no Ways inconſiſtent :— A Senſe of Hard- 
neſs argues Tenderneſs; a Heart that's truly hard, is no 
Ways ſenſible of it; but is ſtupid and ſecure.— This we 
may ſee in the Inſtance of David; how careleſs and ſe- 
cure was he, while under the Prevalence of a hardned 
Frame of Heart! But when he came to renew Acts of 
Grace, how ſenſible was he of this Hardneſs, and how 


ſtrong and lively the Exerciſe of Faith is, the more will 
a-Perſon ſee of his inberent Pravity, and of the natural 


humbling Thing; in this Light we ſee our Darkneſs: 
A View of Chriſt in his Glory will give us a View of 
our own- Vileneſs and Deformity, and abaſe us to the 
loweſt. This we may ſee in the Inſtances of Fob, Chapt. 
xl. 4. & xii. 6. of Agur, Prov. xxx. and of Iſaiab, Chap. 
vi. 3. And this is agreeable to the Experience of all the 


in Ifrael, and ænowſt not theſeThings !-=) Well may they 
therefore uſe ſuch ſelf· abaſing Expreſſions in their Con- 
feſſion of Sin to GOD, relative to their own Caſe. 
The next parallel Text urged, is Jai. lix. 12 Our 
Tranſreſſions are multiplied.— And then follows an 
Enumeration of ſome particular Tranſgreflions, as Z 
ing, Opprefion, &. which the Prophet could not 
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guilty of.— To this J anſwer, that the Prophet might 
include hin ſelf in the general Confeſſion (as being a Sin- 
ner.) tho' in the particular Confeſſion following (in which 
he does not fo much as mention the Word Our) he may 
have more eſpecial Reference to the People. — Isn't it 
the Intent of all faithful Miniſters, when they uſe ſuch * 
general Phraſes in their Prayers, to include themſelves z 
alcho* when they come to Particulars, they recite chiefly 
the Sins of the People — . : Io L | 
But what if we ſhould go a Step higher, and ſuppoſe, 
a good Man ſhould intend himſelf (as well as others) 
both in the general and particular Confeſſion, would 
there be any Abſurdity in it? — Might he not well in- 
clude himſelf, upon ſuch Grounds as theſe, (1.) As have 
ing within himſelf the Seeds and Principles of all the Sins 
confeſs'd, yea, and of all Sin (tho' the reigning Power 
thereof be broken in him) which, it GOD ſhould with- 
hold his Grace, might ſpeedily break forth into Act? 
Or (2.) As having made himſelf in ſome Meaſure Par- 
taker of other Men's Sins, by not mouraing for them as 
he ought, by not being as earneſt as he ſhould in cry- 
ing for Pardon, and in ſeeking to turn away divine Ven- 
geance, by not bearing due Teſtimony againſt them, 
and in not uſing utmoſt Endeavours to put a Stop to 
their Progreſs, So. Can the belt juſtify themſelves as 
to theſe Things altogether ? "5 N 
But this could not be the Caſe of the Prophet Haiab, 
will Mr. Briant ſay, who was ever faithful in theſe Re- 
gards.— I anſwer, If he thus objects, he has more 
Charity for the Prophet, than he had for himſelf.: For 
what does he mean, when he ſays, Chap. vi. 5. Wo is 
me, for I am undone, becauſe Jam of unclean Lips (which 
ſome read, I have held my Peace, 1 have been too ſilent 
in the Cauſe of God, too little of a Monitor and Re- 
prover, too neglectful of Prayer, &c.) and I dwell in the 
ma of a People of unclean Lips.— Is it not as it he had 
ſaid, beſides my own perſonal Uncleanneſs, I have the 
Uncleanneſs of the People in ſome Meaſure to anſwer 
for; “ I have both by my Omiſſions and Commiſſions | 
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involved my ſelf in the Guilt of their Sins, and there. 
fore may juſtly fear to partake of their Plagues? F—— 


Or what was the Prophet's Intent, when he cries out, 
MyLeanneſs, myLeanneſs ! Wo unto me ! Chap. xxiv. 16, 
Doesn't it imply ſome Senſe of Unfaithfulneſs in his Of. 
fice, as well as want of Succeſs *—— But it he had not 
acknowledged it in plain Terms, we might have argued 
it from the Nature of the Thing; ſince to ſuppoſe the 
Prophet had nothing to conteſs in theſe Reſpects, would 


be to ſuppoſe him perfect: and I ſuppoſe Mr. Brian no 


Friend to the Doctrine of Perfection in this Life. 


For my Part, I can't fee the Propriety of Miniſters 
ſaying We, or Our, in particular Confeſſions of Sin, 
without they are in ſome Senſe (either more nearly or 
remotely) guilty of what they conteſs.—Suppoſe, GOD 
had taught us by theMiniſtry of ſpotleſs Angels (inſtead 
of ſinful Men) as he might have done ; how would 
ſuch Expreſſions ſound from their Mouths, Me are all 
as an unclean Thing :—Our Tranſsreſſions are multiply'd ; 
Lying, Oppreſſion, Revolt, uttering from the Heart Words 
of Falſehood, &c. — Is not the Thing too ſhocking to 


imagine ?— And then further, can we find any Inſtance 


of the Man Jeſus Chriſt's expreſſing himſelf thus, as the 


Mouth of the People, while on Earth (I don't remember 


any at preſent) even tho” he bare our Sins in his own Bo- 
dy on the Croſs | ES 
Thus I have conſider'd the ſeveral Inſtances bro't by 
Mr. Briant, wherein he thinks the Words, Ve, & Our, 
cannot be taken in a perſonal, but only in a relative 
Senſe, as it is uſed by the Prophet in the Capacity of a pub 
lick Repreſentative of the People. — And upon laying 
theſe Things together, doesn't it appear probable, at 
leaſt, that he was under a groſs Miſtake ? 

But after all, if we ſhould grant for Argument's ſake 


(tho' I ſee no Reaſon to grant it) that good Men may 


in ſome Caſes uſe the Word, Our, in Confeſſions of Sin, 
when they don't mean to include themſelves ; it wil 


not follow, that this was the Caſe of the Prophet in 
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the Text; there may not be the ſame Reaſon for the one, 
as for the other ; in the former Caſe, they could not 
perhaps include themſelves conſiſtently with Truth; but 
here the Prophet may; for it is certainly true, that even 
his Righteouſneſs was as filthy Rags. view'd comparative- 
ly, or in reſpect of Juſtification before God; which is 
all we plead for. — Mr. Briant himſelf in effect grants 
this, and ſo deſtroys the Force of his own Argument, 
when he ſays in his Letter to Mr. Porter, (p. 17.) “ You 
« ſuppoſe, the Prophet is confeſſing the Inſufficiency of 
« Man's bet perſonal Righteouſneſs to Juſtification :— 
« This, I grant, would found very well; it would be a 
great Expreſſion of Humility and Self abaſement, as 
« to the godly Part of them, to acknowledge that after 
« all their virtuous Attainments, they could not ftand 
„% 'Tryal by the Law of perfect Obedience, but muſt _ 
have Recourſe to the free unbo*'t Grace of GOD for 
Pardon and Acceptance.” —— Now I ſay, © if it 
{ound very well, and be a great Expreſſion of Humility,” 
tor the Prophet to make ſuch a Sort of Confeſſion, or 
to comprehend himſelf in it (with other good Men,) he 
certainly might do it. conſiſtent with Truth: What then 
is become of all Mr. Briant's Arguings (from parallel 
Texts and otherways) to prove, that he could not mean 
himſelf perſonally without ſpeaking falſely ; which is 
plainly what he is after, both in this and the foregoing 
Head (on the Word, All) or he ſays nothing to the 
Purpoſe ?— Surely he had forgotten this Conceſſion, or 
he would not have ſo palpably contradicted himſelf. — 
But if Mr. Briant (to =. himſelf from Contradiction) 
ſhould deny his Meaning to'be as I have repreſented at, 
namely, that the Prophet could not intend himſelfwith- 
out ſpeaking falſely ; then this is the Amount” of” his 
Arguments, put into a proper Form.— If the Word Al} 
lometimes ſtands for Many, and the Word, Our, for 
Their or Your, in ſome particular Paſſages of Scripture, 
becauſe the Speaker could not comprehend himſelf, or. 
every Individual, without ſpeaking falſely ; then they 
muſt be ſo taken in this Text alſo, where the Speaker 
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may comprehend himſelf, &c. without ſpeaking falſely 
— What an abſurd Conſequence is here! — Yet Mr, 
Briant muſt neceſſarily father it, or acknowledge his 
Self- Contradiction. 

However, If we ſhould not take Advantage from «hi 
enormous Blunder” of Mr. Brian's, but let it paſs, wo 
do his Arguments amount to (except what he ſays u 
the Context) but to a meer begging the Question —1 
he had firſt proved, that there was good Ground and 
Reaſon of reſtraining and limiting the Words, All and 
Dar, in ſeveral Paſſages of Scripture : ; and had then ap- 
ply'd it to his Text, and ſhown that there was the ant 
Ground of Limitation here, he had ſo far acted the Part 
of a Workman that needeth not to be aſhamed, and had 
really done ſomething to the Purpoſe : but what of this 
appears ? In Effect here is nothing but altum Silentiun. 
——— So that, in fine, we have little more than his bare 
Word for it (unlefs it be the few Remarks upon the 
Context, which have been or ſhall be immediately con. 
ſider'd) that the Terms, All and Our, in the Text, muſt 
be taken reſtrictively, and not in their natural Import. 

Let us now hear what he hath further to ſay upon 
the Point :— I will only add (ſays he) that for the 
„ſame Reaſon the Prophet is here ſuppoſed to include 
« himſelf in the Terms, Al and Oar, he muſt likewiſe 
ebe ſuppoſed to include himſelf in the following Cha- 
racter T here is none that calleth upon thy Name, that 
« ftirreth up himſelf to take hold of thee. — The Text 
« ſays, Noxt ;—But was not that Prophet a Man of 
Prayer?“ - I anſwer, Ves; but yet he may include 
himſelf notwithſtanding ; and not only himſelf, but all 
the Righteous then alive ; of whom doubtleſs there were 
many, whatever Mr. .Briant ſays to the contrary ; for 
the Prophet wrote the latter Part of his Prophecy in the 
Days of Hezekiah, in whoſe Time there was a great 
Reformation. 2 Chron. xxx. 

Mr. Briant muſt neceſſarily grant, that theſe Words 
of the Prophet muſt be taken with /ome Reſtriction, and 
not in the moſt abſolute Senſe, as if there were ons to 

whom 
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whom they refer) that prayed at all; ſince he himſelf 
ſays, that this People © made many and long Prayers, 
« jinſomuch that the Almighty declares (ſpeaking after 
« the Manner of Men) that he was troubled and quite 
« worried out with them.” (SeRM. p. 13.)— And if 
they muſt be underſtood under a Reſtriction, even when. 
applied to the Wicked (i. e. as chiefly holding forth the 
Vormality and Deadneſs of their Prayers, rather than their 
ictal Neglect of them) why mayn't we as well ſuppoſe 
them capable of a further Reſtriction, ſo as likewife to 
be applicable tothe Caſe of. the Righteous f— May it 
not in ſome Senſe be ſaid even of them, eſpecially at ſome 
particular Times, that hey call not upon GOD's Name. 
i.e. They don't do it with that Faith and Fervency as 
they ought, or as it follows in the Verſe of the Text, by _ 
ſtirring (or awaking) themſebves up to take hold of GOD ! 
And mayn't the Prophet, when humbling himſelf before 
GOD, alſo put in himſelf for one among the Subjects 
of this Complaint, as ſeeing in the Light of Faith 
(which was then in Exerciſe) how far ſhort he came of 
doing his Duty in the Degree that was required ?— 
Or what if we ſhould ſuppoſe that in the general Declen- 


ſion that followed after the Reformation, I juſt mentioned, 
the Prophet found in himſelf ſome Taint of this care- 


leſs, prayerleſs Spirit, as well as other good Men; and 
ſhould thereupon (when he came to renew Acts of 
Grace) lament it in ſuch Expreſſions as theſe, Our 
Hearts are hardned from thy Fear — There are none that 


ftir up themſelves to lay hold of thee, &c. — I ſay, would 
ſuch a Suppoſition be any Ways abſurd, or at all un- 


Teaſonable ? 


But let that be as it will, I think, the other Solution 
ſufficient, namely, that the Prophet might include him- 
ſelf, from a Senſe of his Short-comings in the Duties of 
Faith and Prayer, and their Defectiveneſs in Degree, of 
what the Law required, yea, and of what was really at- 
tainable in this Life.— Alas ! in the Prayers of the 
Saints, at beſt, there is always too little of Love and 
Leal to the Name of the Lord, and too little of a ſtiring 

5 up 
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up themſelves to take hold of G0 D“. — Suppoſe, GODW « 
ſhould now give it as the proper Character of the Peo- Il « 
ple of this Land (among whom, we truſt, there are ma- 
ny precious Servants of Chriſt, who live in the Exerciſe I Di 
of Faith,) that there are none that call upon his Name, . 
that ſtir up themſelves to take hold of him; — Might not 
the Conſcience of every one apply it to himſelf ? — I «« 
Would there be a ſingle Man, that dare plead, notGuzlty, Wl «+ 
in ſome Senſe or other? — Or it any did, wou'dn't it iſ <« 
be a Token of their Pride, rather than of their Humility; «+ 
and ſhow their little Senſe of the Spirituality and Extent Iſl <« 
of the moral Law ? Their very Denial would be a Proof 
of their Guilt. — Would even Mr. Brians warmeſt iſ «<< 
Devotions ſtand the Teſt, it'try'd by the Law of Mora- < 
lity, which he appears ſuch an Advocate for ? Do's he 
not ſee. moral Failures enough in them to cover him 
with Confuſion and Self-Abaſement? | | 
There is another Objection, of a more general Nature, 
hinted at in Mr. Hriant's Sermon, which not only affects 
our Conſtruction of a particular Word, but alſo the 
wholeTex!, in the Senſe we take it; and that is founded 
on what is ſaid in the preceeding Verſe, Thou meeteſt 
him that rejoyceth and worketh Righteouſneſs, &c.— Here 
true Righteouſneſs is highly commended, how then can 
we ſuppoſe that the ſame Righteouſneſs ſhould. be fo 
much depreciated, almoſt in the next Sentence? — But 
left I ſhould incur theCenſure of being Verboſe, I ſhall 
wave a particular Anſwer, and ſhall refer him to what 
the Rev. Mr. Foxcroft ſays upon the Point in his ſea- 
ſonable Sermon on the Text (p. 6,7.) where thisObjeCti- 
on is fully refuted.— And as for any other occurring 
Difficulties, I ſhall refer to the fame Sermon, and toMr. 
Porter's Vindication, for a Solution. 5 8 
And now having finiſh'd what I at firſt propoſed, I 
ſhall cloſe all with ſome pertinent Extracts from the 
Writings of a precious Minifter of Chriſt, now with the 
Lord.— Some think ( ſays he) that if good Works, 
% and Holineſs, and Repentance, be allowed no Room 
in Juſtification, that there is no Room left for chem 
| | 1 
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« in the World, and in the practice of Bis 80 
hard ſeems it to be to ſome, to keep in their Eye the 
« certain fixed Bounds betwixt Juſtification and Sancti- 
« fication.” — Again, ſpeaking of the Arminianizing 
Diſſenters in England, he fays ;— .* They will not al- 
« low the perſonal Righteouſneſs of Chriſt to be imputed 
« to u any otherwiſe than in the Merit of it, as purchaſing 
« for us à more eaſy Law of Grace; in the Obſervation 
« whereof, they place all cur jufifying Righteouſneſs : Un- 
« derſtanding hereby our own perſonal inberent Holineſs, 
« and nothing elſe. ---They hold, That Chrilt died to merit 
« this of the Father, viz. That we might be juſtified upon 
« eafter Terms under the Goſpel, than thoſe of the Law of 
« Innocency ; inſtead of Fuſtiſication by perfett Obedience, 
ce are now to be juſtified by our own evangelical Righ- 
« teouſneſs, made up of Faith, Repentance and fincere Obe- 
« dience.--- And it we hold not with them in this, they 
tell the World, we are Enemies to evangelical Holi- 
« nels, ſhgnting the Practice of all good Works, and 
8 allowing our Hearers to live as they liſt.-- Thus they 
« ſlander the Preachers of free Grace, becauſe we do 
not place Juſtification in our our own inherent Holi- 
« nefs, but in Chriſt's perfect Righteouſneſs, impute ed 
«© to us upon our believing in him; which Faith, we 
« teach, purifies the Heart, and always inclines to Ho- 
« lineſs of Life — Neither do we hold any Faith to be 
true and faving, that doth not ſhew it ſelf by good 
« Works ; without which no Man is, or can be Juſtifi- 
e ed, either in his own Conſcience, or before Men.“ 
And then again; They preach up Holineſs, as if 
« it was their proper Doctrine, and diſowned by us; 
* when they cannot but know in their Conſciences,that . 
cc there is no Difference betwixt them and us, about the 
+ Neceſſity. of Holineſs, but only about it's Spring and 
Place in Salvation.— We derive it from Jeſus Chriſt 
« and Faith in him, and know aſſuredly that it can 
* ſpring from nothing elſe. — We place 1 it betwixt Juſtt- 
« fication and Glory; and that is it's Scripture-Place, 
and no where elſe can it be found or ſtand, let Men 
* try it as much and long as they will.“ And 
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thing of a New Birth and Regeneration: He never 


approve of i it, 1 Cor. ü. 14..— 
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And till further; © Is it not unaccountable, to charge 
a People with Licentiouſueſs, when the Chargers can 


not deny, and ſome cannot well bear the Strive of Dc 
their Walk ? — It is commonly faid, that it is only th! 
their Principles, and the Tendency of them to looſd PF 
walking, that they blame. But it ſeems not fair tu *< 
charge a People with licentious Doctrines, when the & 
Profeſſors thereof are approved of for their Godlineſs ch 
and when they do ſincerely profeſs, that their Godli- + 
neſs begun with, and is promoted by the Faith o 0 
their Principles.” . 


Moreover he ſays; “ As for inberent Ho/ineſs, Is it 
not /uff.ciently ſecur d by the Spirit of Chriſt, received - 
by Faith, the certain Spring and Cauſe of it; by the * 
Word of GOD, the plain and perfect Rule of} it; by 6 
the declared Neceſſ ty of it to all them that look to bel 
ſaved, and to juſtify the ſincerity of a Man's Faith! 


unleſs we bring it into Juſtification, and thereby make 4 
our own pitiful Holineſs fit on the Throne of Judg- i 


ment, with the precious Blood of the Lamb of GOD.“ 6 
He obſerves further; „That this Doctrine of Juſti- 
fication by Chriſt's Righteouſneſs alone is a ſpiritual ſe 
en and lieth not fevel to a natural Underſtand- 
ing. 1 Cor. ii. 10, 14.— Working for Life, a Man na- 
turally underſtands; but believing for Life, he under- 
ſtands not. To mend the Old Man, he knows; but 
to put on the New Man byFaith is a Riddle to him. — 
The Study of Holineſs, and to endeavour to ſquare 
his Lite according to GOD's Law, he knows a little; 
of, tho' he can never do it; but to draw Sanctificati- 
on from Chriſt by Faith, in and throꝰ the Force of the 
Spirit of Chriſt in the Heart by Faith, is meer Canting 
to him.— A new Life he underſtands a little, but no- 
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ſaw himſelf fark dead. Nay, not only is it unknown 
to the natural Man, but he is by his natural State, an 
Enemy to it; he neither doth, nor can know it, nor 
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OY Again he ſays ; Id is no final” Diſadvantage this 
Doctrine of Juſtificarion lies under from 4% Spiri of 
a Ka Day, we. live in. A ug bi, voi hy, 25 beg Tepe 
off prevails generally: Doctrimes of the greateſt Weight 
are talked of and treated about with a vain uncon- 
bel cerned Frame of Spirit, as if Men contended ra- 
g ther about Opinions and School-Points, than about the 
. Oracles of GOD, and Matters of Faith. But if 
Men's Hearts were ſeen by themſelves, if Sin were 
felt, if Men's Conſciences were enlivened, if GOD's 
„ holy Law were known in it's Exactneſs and Severity, 
e and the Glory and Majeſty of the Lawgiver ſhin- 
bel ing before Men's Eyes, if Men were living ; as leaving 
dy Time and launching forth into Eternity, the W 
be þ Salvation by JeſusChriſt would be more regarded. 


ke Further he adds 0 1s nen little ceveilidng; 
e. that ſome are ſo captious, that no Miniſter can preach 
S in the hearing of ſome, ( of the Freedom f GOP's 
fi. Grace, of the Imputation of Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, ' of 
ſole and ſingle believing on him for Righteouſneſs and e- 
d. erna Life, of the Impuſſibility of a natural Mau ng. 
. ing any good Work, before be be in Gorift'; of abt In- 
er. Paſibilicy of the mixing of | uſneſs* and 
Verte, wh moet ba i couſueſe in' the Buſineſs ef 
Tutificati Sc. 125 is L ern r called, by 


ceiving (as an empty ' 
We — of Chriſt ; and chat ae 
I very A4, it is a renouncing of all 1 but the Gift 
0 of Grate, theire is kindled ; . 80 that it is come 
to that, as Mr. Cbriſtopber Fowler ſaid, That be that 
vunl not be AnticBriftidn, muſt be called an Autinomiam.— 
uu But what ſhall we do in this' Cafe ? What ſhall we do 
ner for Peace with our Brethren ?— Shall we lie ſtill un- 
der their undeſerved Reproaches, and for keeping the 
"Fac, ſilentiy ſufſer * to beat ane e 


a 
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e If it were our own perſonal Concern, we ſhould be 
eit Alf it were only their charging us with [rnoran 
« JJ, Weakneſs, and being unſtudied Diwines ( as the 
© have uſed liberally. to call all that have not learne 
et and dare not believe their new Divinity) we migh 
« eaſily paſs it by, or put it up. But when we ſee th 
© pure Goſpel of Chriſt corrupted, and an ArminianGy 
« pelnew vampt and obtruded on People, to thi 
cc certain Peril of the Souls of ſuch as believe it, and ou] # 
c Miniſtry reflected upon, which ſhould be dearer t 
us than our Lives, can we be ſilent! — As we have: 
Charge from the Lord, to deliver to our People whe 
we have received from him, ſo as he calls and enable 
we are not to give Place by Subjection, not for an Hour, 
fo ſuch as creep in, not only to Spy out, but to deſtroy 
ce not ſo much the Goſpel Liberty, as the GoſvelSalvati 
* we have in Chriſt Jeſus,and 70 bring us back under th 
«© Yoke of legal Bondage. — And indeed the Caſe in that 
map jane 7 Galatians and ours have a 8128 * 
nity.— 


hs more he. tay $4. c There is not a Miniſter chat 
60 dealeth ſeriouſly Wh the Souls of Men, but he find 
an Arminian Scheme of Juſtification in every unrenew- 
ed Heuri.— And is it not ſadly to be bewailed, that 
& Divines ſhould plead: that ſame Cauſe chat we dally 
©+-find-the Devil pleading in the Hearts '0f all natural 
15 Men ? And that inſtead of caſting down, 2 Cor. X 
4, 5. they ſhould — — for ſuch Fronp 
**, Holds, as muſt either be levelled with the Duſt, t 
A dhe Rebel chat holds them out, muſt OP periſh? 


1 Fi 


l to his ſame Purpdle he ſays 3 — Dr. An © 
his Obſervation holds good as to all the 'ArminianDi-Wl © 
< vinity, that it is contre communem Senſum Fidelium, a. 
*, gainſt' the common Senſe f Believers. How evident 
is it, that ſeveral, who by Education, or an unſound 
* Miniſtry, having had their natural Enmity againſt the 
* * Grace of GOD 3 when the Lo wy 3 

4 = 


By another Hand. | & * ; | 


J. Spiric hath broke. in upon their. Hearts, redn. 
. raiſed a ſerious Soul-Exerciſe about their Salyation, „ 
« their turning toGOD and CHRIST, & their turning 
from Arminiani ſin, have begun together And ſome 
« of the greateſt Champions for the Grace of GOD 
« have been Perſons thus dealt with, as WE might In- * 
70% ſtance. "=p 
thi TT 
al Finally, he 1 1 — *. Let us a Crit crucified 
tf] © our great Study, as Cbriſtians, and the Pragghing of 2 

him, our main Work, as Miniſters. 1 Cor. ii. 2. "Paul * 
hal © determined.-to know: nothing elſe.— But many manage f 
« the Miniſtry, as if they had taten up a contrary Deter- 
A © mination, even to know any Thing, {ave Jeſus Chriſt, 
« and him crucified.— — We are amazed to ſee ſo many ® 
« aſhamed of the Croſs of Chriſt, and to behave as if 
« they accounted the Tidings of Salvation, by the ſtain 
« Son of GOD, an old antiquated Story, and unfit to 
«. be daily preached. — And what comes in the Room 
« thereof, .isnot unknown, nor is it worth mentioning .— 
« For all Things that come in Chriſt's Room, and juſtle 
him out, either of Hearts, or Pulpits, are alike abomi- 
enable to a Chriſtian. How many Sermons may aMan 
Hear, and read, when printed; yea, and Books written, 
« about the Way to Heaven, wherein is hardly the Name 
e, Feſus Chriſt: ? —And if he be named, it is the Name 
« of Chriſt as a Judge and Lawgtver, rather than that 
© of a Saviour. -When, we cannot avoid the obſerv- 
ing of thoſe ſad Things, let it be-a ſharp Spur to us, 
to preach Chriſt more, and live more to his Praiſe. 
Let us not be deceived with that Pretence, 7. batChriſt 
« may be preach'd, when be is not named. The Preach- 

| « ing of the Goſpel is the Naming of Chriſt, and fo 
„called, Rom. xv. 20. And Paul was to bear Chriſt's 
Nane before the Centiles, and | As: and the Children 
% Iſrael. Act. ix. 15. 

Thus that as and excellent Divine. 
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© Theſe Things Lrecomment to Mr. Briaubs and ed 
eader's ſerious Ber er And fubleribem uy 


"J 


—_ 2 


: * 82 1 Cor roh 


| | 5 | N 5 " | | : 8 | 5 E * 
Their Souls Well-Wiſher, 9 


1.4 8 3 kory, that Mr. Briant *. . i 15 
For an Anſiwer; — But this I bade to fay in Excuſ 
Ihat it was two Months after the Publication of 
N erat ks, before I could obtain a Sight of ib 
"He nos being ſo kind as to favour the Atteſtatoff 
 * tithe Copy — And for ſome Time after, I was u 
©  determin'd in my own Mind whether to intermedldli 
oY 3 further in the Controverſy : But (io paſs over oth 
' © Confiderations, of Weight with — the Law of Self 
Defence at laſt obliges : me to it; auld 7 Fg Bel 
2 Bete than never. "OY Y J 
| | N r 1 


0 * WE 0 6 , 1 5 4 1 N 
* f 9 * * 
£ . * . 4 *« * [4 * * ö 4 N * * 
* 
N % 
* . py 4 5 6 4 1 _ ; 
- n . * . 
* * 8 ce Y . k . 1 - 7 . . * * , * 
2333 * . ? K ! 4 4 3 p 5 . 1 . 
* - 
1 ; y . = « 
£ 14 1 * 1 * Fi * 7 * % 
' 4 - * 
* * * 2 ry ” 
* 
* 
* 


** 
— 4 o 5 
$4 N > 
— * * — % : 
— 
1 
? As 
o = s a 


STI ATE 1 +. 3 N 1 , 
„ R 2 1. 
g- 7. Lin. 4 
45. Marg. I. 24. r. and if this 
F. 46. Marg l. 9 r. end fo nn 


«i 4 
C2 f 


